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84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


S.  1765 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  20  (legislative  day,  April  18),  1955 

Mr.  Rlssell  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Saltonstall)  (by  request)  introduced  the 
following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  air 
force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 

5  establish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 

6  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  instal- 

7  lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of 

8  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap- 

9  purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 
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Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
( Ordnance  Corps ) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family 
housing,  $78,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Bed  Biver  Arsenal,  Texas :  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama :  Besearch  and  development 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 

Bock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $347,000. 

Bossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 
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Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  sup¬ 
porting  facility,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
$84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Port  Lee,  Virginia  :  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
medical  facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Family  housing, 
$99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family 


housing,  $337,000. 
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(Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland :  Troop  housing,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,129,000. 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  De¬ 
pot) ,  Arkansas:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

Bocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,648,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  Kew  Jersey:  Community  facilities, 
$615,000. 
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Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing, 
maintenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tohyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California:  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and 
utilities,  $1,146,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$1,055,000. 
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Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina: 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility, 
$117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Dredg¬ 
ing  and  land  acquisition,  $12,860,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas :  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Beed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  Hospital  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
and  training  facilities,  $7,632,000. 
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FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Mankind :  Community  facilities, 
training  and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Kenning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 
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Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $261,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama :  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,611,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Alabama  :  Airfield  pavements,  and  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,922,000. 
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Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $805,000. 

Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,053,000. 

i 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Fort  Kiley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Storage  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,528,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing,  community 
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facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,000. 

Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop  housing  and 
training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,014,000. 

t 

(Tactical  Installations) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 

(Rehabilitation) 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $2,661,000. 
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OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta :  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,638,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and  storage 
facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Bichardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  :  Troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical 
facilities,  operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $43,983,000,  of  which  sum  the  total  amount 
available  for  resettlement  may  he  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


12 


(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  bousing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities, $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and  community 
facilities,  $3,162,000. 

Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii: 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone:  Family  housing,  $2,350,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  housing,  $5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 


13 


1  Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is 

2  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

3  (a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con- 

4  tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facili- 

5  ties”  (Second  Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 

6  “Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili- 

7  ties,  research  and  development  facilities,  maintenance 

8  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $11,411,000.” 

9  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

10  “Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili- 

11  ties,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 

12  $9,411,000.” 

13  (b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con- 

14  tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 

15  Facilities”  (Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
1®  follows : 

I7  “Walter  Keed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis- 
trict  of  Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
19  development  facilities,  $731,000.” 

2®  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

21  “Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis- 

22  trict  of  Columbia,  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Opera- 
22  tional  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
24  $2,731,000.”  • 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
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hereby  amended  by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “  (Signal 
Corps)  ”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect 
of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and 
replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Drydock  facilities,  $200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 
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Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Site 
preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  of 
wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Flo¬ 
rida:  Administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  helicopter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Utilities, 
and  drydock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities, 
$629,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront 
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facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,- 

000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia:  Family  bous¬ 
ing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  Utilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,583,000. 

Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
pavements,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities, 
$399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,024,000. 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,- 
000. 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational 
aids,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and 
equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities, 
$81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
storage  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities, 

$759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  navigational  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 


S.  1765 - 3 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


18 


plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security 
facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisiton,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $24,361,000. 

(Pleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California: 
Family  housing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
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storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  cov¬ 
ered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,041,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and  security  facili¬ 
ties,  $738,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Storage  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilites,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipe- 
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line  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition,  $5,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,- 
000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Plorida:  Family 
housing,  $188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County, 
Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,087,000. 
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(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Airfield  pavements,  communications  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North 
Carolina:  Family  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  Biver,  North  Carolina: 

4 

Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili- 
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ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts: 
Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 

Suitland,  Maryland:  Photographic  interpretation  center: 
$2,345,000.  •  '  h, 

Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  re¬ 
moval,  for  flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 
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SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Water- 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage 
facilities,  warehouse  freight  elevators,  and  (at  Cheatham 
Annex)  highway  crossing  and  land  acquisition,  $777,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and 
easement,  $62,000. 

MAEINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,- 
059,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro- 
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lina:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  fuel-storage  facilities,  security  facilities, 
utilities,  family  housing,  and  plans  and  specifications  for 
waterfront  facilities,  $6,746,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and 
personnel  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,925,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Family  housing,  $47,300. 

OKDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  proving  ground,  Dahlgren,  Virginia:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $200,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrig¬ 
erated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  and  ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barri¬ 
caded  sidings,  and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $1,230,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Export,  Washington:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $572,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance 
drawings  storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia :  Ordnance  manu¬ 
facturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,929,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia : 
Utilities,  $420,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Bar¬ 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $1,976,000. 

Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition 
storage  and  testing  facilities,  $1 13,000. 

SEE  VICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities, 
$182,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities, 
$307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia: 
Training  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,338,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $119,000. 
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Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 

Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 


facilities,  $2,753,000. 


MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland: 
Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Li¬ 
brary,  $350,000. 


Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 


$192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and 
conversion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall, 


$46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medi¬ 
cal  research  facilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities, 
$60,000. 


COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 
Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communi¬ 


cation  facilities,  $436,000. 
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Naval  radio  station,  Squantum,  Massachusetts:  Commu¬ 
nication  facilities,  $50,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 
Randle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $52,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Rhode 
Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

$5,397,000. 

Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  Numbered  1,  Elk  Hills,  Cali¬ 
fornia  :  Oil  pipe  hue  facilities  and  land  acquisition, 
$8,000,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 

$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme, 

California:  Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water 
pollution,  including  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$57,000. 
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FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative 
facilities,  $1,835,000. 

Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  bousing, 
$15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  bousing, 
$6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  bousing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  family  bousing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork, 
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personnel  facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance  facil¬ 
ities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$975,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Ivwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,- 
518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Boosevelt  Iloads,  Puerto  Bico:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000. 
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Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family 
housing,  $522,900. 


SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Water- 
front  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba :  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 


Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Ilarhor,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$270,000. 


ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades, 
$1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $66,000. 


SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 


facilities,  $269,000. 
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COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,061,500. 

Naval  communication  facility,  PoH  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

TAEDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and 
acquisition  of  family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands :  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Trust  territories,  Pacific:  Acquisition  of  land. 
$1,772,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
by  the  acquisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion, 
rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
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utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Eorce  is  hereby 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment 
and  facilities: 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,533,000. 

S.  1765 - 5 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


34 


Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado: 
Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,726,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,635,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $16,564,000. 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania: 
Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bafael,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  light- 
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ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,890,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Airfield  pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities  and  family  housing,  $1,991,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,959,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,339,000. 
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New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington, 
Delaware:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facihties,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facihties,  personnel  facihties,  administrative  facih¬ 
ties,  shop  facihties,  and  family  housing,  $6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facihties,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facihties,  storage  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facihties,  $435,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facih¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facihties,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facihties,  and  personnel  facihties,  $1,039,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  storage  facihties,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cihties,  $554,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine :  Air- 
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field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,003,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,443,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  messing 
facilities,  $290,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities.,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
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housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,107,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  Yew  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,683,000. 
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Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,153,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $21,324,000. 

Bobins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine :  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  $133,000. 
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Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $17,951,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $217,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  research, 
development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$7,966,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training 
facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $866,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Bantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 
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Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical 
facilities,  $2,768,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,355,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,524,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport, 
Mississippi:  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $310,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids  and  troop  housing, 
$446,000. 

Janies  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $835,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $3,695,000. 
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Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,164,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,474,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,463,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$269,000. 


Moody  Air  Force  Base, -Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 


$4,274,000. 

Kellis  x\ir  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing 


and  messing  facilities,  $1,100,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $908,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $549,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Troop  housing 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


44 


and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  persomiel  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,028,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois :  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,188,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Beno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma :  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $821,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$995,000. 

AIE  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,614,000. 
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1  CONTINENTAL  AIK  COMMAND 

2  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land 

3  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 

4  125,500. 

5  Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 

6  housing,  $590,000. 

7  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield 

8  pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 

9  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Air- 

10  field  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

11  Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera- 

12  tional  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 

13  $331,000. 

H  HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $520,000. 

11  MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

1®  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 

19  Medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000. 

20  Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina  : 

21  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 

22  and  administrative  and  community  facilities,  $1,300,000. 

23  Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware :  Airfield  pave- 
21  ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
25  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
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facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,073,000. 


McGuire  Air 
Airfield  pavement 
facilities,  utilities, 


Force  Base,  Wriglitstown,  New  Jersey: 
s,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 


family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $861,000. 


RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,000. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search,  development  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
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facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Ivirtland  Auxiliary 
Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $555,500. 

Ivirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$905,000. 

Laurence  CL  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  research  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 
Washington,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$7,611,000. 

Various  locations:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
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$20,000,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


STBATEGIC  AIB  COMMAND 


Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
bousing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $4,359,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,871,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,427,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky: 
Airfield  pavements,  commimications,  troop  housing  and 
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messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,993,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $2,322,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $4,502,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,215,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
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1  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 

2  facilities,  $7,834,000. 

3  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pave- 

4  ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air- 

5  craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 

6  rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  com- 

7  munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,155,000. 

8  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 

9  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 

10  housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 

11  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,168,000. 

12  Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air- 

13  field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte- 

14  nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 

15  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,707,000. 

16  Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka  Kansas:  Airfield  pave- 

17  ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 

18  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa- 

19  cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facil- 

20  ities,  $4,753,000. 

21  Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 

22  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 

23  community  facilities,  $482,000. 

24  Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Air- 

25  field  pavements,  communications,  operational  facilities,  air- 
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craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska  :  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $6,604,000. 

Little  Bock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Bock,  Arkansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
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acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  bousing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facibties, 
and  shop  facilities,  $8,571,000. 

Boring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  bous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,930,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  bousing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $5,251,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  bousing,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,771,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
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facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,469,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $22,016,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person- 
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nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $8,996,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,129,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,259,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
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storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,716,000. 

TACTICAL  AIE  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,353,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pave- 
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ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,548,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $6,255,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  opera- 
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tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,539,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $7,505,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina  :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,991,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$387,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,409,000. 
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Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base :  Medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facihties,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facihties,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facihties,  and  shop  facihties,  $23,094,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facihties,  and  storage 
facihties,  $518,000. 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facihties,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  storage  facihties,  $1,522,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facihties,  utilities,  and  storage  facihties, 
$1,863,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication 


facihties,  $163,000. 
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FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$42,017,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston  Island: 
Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  and  airfield  fighting  facilities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  navigational  aids,  $3,459,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  fighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,393,000. 
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NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $27,864,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $2,149,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $244,861,000. 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  $526,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 


$293,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 
Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore 
or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$5,000,000. 


Sec.  303.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,750,000”. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 
Bange,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
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States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000”. 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota”  and  “$6,494,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota”  and 
“$12,124,000”,  respectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area, 
North  Dakota”  and  “$7,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota”  and  “$10,903,000”, 
respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas¬ 
gow-Miles  City  area,  Montana”  and  “$8,391,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana”  and 
“$10,660,000”,  respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  T.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000”. 
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(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$8,635,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,478,000”. 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command"  in  section 
301  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  “$2,183,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,615,000”,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station, 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
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in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station, 
Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station, 
Pescadero,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station, 
Point  Conception,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$232,000”. 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the 
amounts  “$389,125,000”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  amounts  “$405,176,000”  and 
“$415,005,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  auth¬ 
orized  to  provide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost 
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of  not  to  exceed  $6,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000. 

TITLE  V 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  501.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  are  respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  or  development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of 
this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by 
title  IY  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con- 

t 

cemed  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities 
shall  include,  in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities  as 
to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  specified 
in  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make 
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surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 
thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  hut  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $231,038,000;  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $78,334,000;  section  102, 
$223,993,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$543,365,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $314,891,600;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $108,963,300;  section  202, 
$151,342,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$581,197,300; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $703,390,000;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $465,400,000;  section  302, 
$5,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $1,173,790,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV: 
$56,000,000. 


25 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


67 


Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in 
titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  concerned,  be  varied  upward  hy  5  per  centum  in 
the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental  United  States, 
and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the 
total  of  all  amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such 
title. 

Sec.  504.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to 
construction,  including  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  505.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this 
Act  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 
would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  con¬ 
ducting  an  adequate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  Presi- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


68 


dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
Sec.  506.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 
shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  shall  not  he  impaired  thereby  and  if  such 
award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  507.  Section  407  of  the  Public  Law  765,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  407.  The  Secretarv  of  Defense  is  authorized,  sub- 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family 
housing,  in  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized 
to  he  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  $100,000,000 
through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As¬ 
sistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress)  or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  reimburse  me  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  for  such  family  housing  in  a  dollar 
amount  equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  currencies  used 
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pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  this  section.  For  the 
purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Eepresentatives  quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost, 
number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended  to  be  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the 
next  succeeding  quarter.” 

Sec.  508.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the 
authorit}7  of  this  Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
permanent  limitations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948 
(62  Stat.  375) ,  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948 
(62  Stat.  459),  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third 
provisos  thereof. 

Sec.  509.  When  housing  units  are  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  at  instahations  at  which  housing  units 
shall  have  been  constructed  and  a  mortgage  thereon  insured 
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by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VIII 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  may,  upon 
application  by  the  mortgagor,  accept  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  mortgagor’s  title  to  or  leasehold  interest  in  the 
housing  units  and  underlying  land,  subject  to  the  outstanding 
mortgage  thereon,  and  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  under  any  such  outstanding  mortgage  and  the 
cost  of  maintenance  and  operation  thereafter  accruing  with 
respect  to  such  housing  units.  Such  bousing  units  shall  there¬ 
after  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of  any  out¬ 
standing  mortgage  assumed  by  the  Government. 

Sec.  510.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military,  naval,  or  Air  Force 
installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  ( 1 )  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations  therefor  that 
are  set  forth  in  such  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  gen- 
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eral  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obli¬ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  author¬ 
izations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3)  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829) . 

Sec.  511.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  504.  There  are  liereb}7  authorized  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  for  advance  planning,  construction  design  and  ar¬ 
chitectural  services  in  connection  with  public  works  projects 
which  are  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.  Such  sums  as 
are  appropriated  shall  remain  available  until  expended  when 
specifically  provided  in  the  appropriation  Act.” 


w 


w 


P 

B 

Pj 


02 

!► 

F< 

O 

a 

ZD 

H 

► 


2-  1=1 

S  £ 


p 

>-* 

o 


CO 


p 


o 

p 

w 


P 

P 

et- 

& 


~  O 


§  S' 

P.  Q 
w  o 
m  P  2 

™  i-j  n- 
P 

h»  £• 
o  P 

o  o 
©  o 

g*  £ 

P  n- 

t/i  >s 

r *■  t- 

P  O 


P 

e+ 


P 

P 

pL, 


P 


o<3 

“  '-o 


> 

09 


r 

r 


C/i 


o 

cn 


84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


6829 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  EEPEESENTATIVES 

June  15, 1955 

Mr.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Eorce  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 

5  establish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 

6  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  instal- 

7  lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of 

8  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap- 

9  purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 
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Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
( Ordnance  Corps ) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family 
housing,  $78,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas :  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama :  Research  and  development 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $347,000. 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,’  $400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 
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Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico :  Troop  sup¬ 
porting  facility,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
$84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia :  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
medical  facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Eamily  housing, 
$99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania  :  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family 
housing,  $337,000. 
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(Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland :  Troop  housing,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,129,000. 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  De¬ 
pot) ,  Arkansas:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000 

Pocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

Port  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,648,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  Kew  Jersey:  Community  facilities, 
$615,000. 
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Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing, 
maintenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Pock  Ranch  Station,  California :  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and 
utilities,  $1,146,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina: 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility, 
$117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Dredg¬ 
ing  and  land  acquisition,  $12,860,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Feed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  Hospital  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
and  training  facilities,  $7,632,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 
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Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland :  Community  facilities, 
training  and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 
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Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  bousing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $261,000. 

Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical  facilities, 

$8,000,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama :  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,611,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Alabama  :  Airfield  pavements,  and  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $805,000. 
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Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Fort  Kiley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Family  housing,  $1,268,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,000. 

H.  K.  6829 - 2 
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Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop  housing  and 
training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,014,000. 

( Tactical  Installations ) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 

(Behabilitation) 

Various  locations:  Behabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $2,661,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta :  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,638,000. 
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Eielson  Air  Force  Base :  Maintenance  and  storage 
facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Bichardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  :  Troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Behabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical 
facilities,  operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $43,983,000,  of  which  sum  the  total  amount 
available  for  resettlement  may  be  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Byukvu  Islands. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Ilelemano,  Hawaii :  Family  housing,  $7 14,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities,  $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and  community 


facilities,  $3,162,000. 
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Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii: 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone:  Family  bousing,  $2,350,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  bousing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  bousing,  $5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eiglfiy-second  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facili¬ 
ties”  (Second  Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 
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‘Tort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  research  and  development  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $11,411,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

‘Tort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 
$9,411,000.” 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 
Facilities”  (Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
follows : 

“Walter  Keed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $731,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Walter  Keed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$2,731,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “(Signal 
Corps)  ”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:” 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


14 


and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect 
of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and 
replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Drydock  facilities,  $200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Site 
preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 
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Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  of 
wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  helicopter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Utilities, 
and  drydock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities, 
$629,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,- 
000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  Utilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facili¬ 


ties,  $1,583,000. 
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Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
pavements,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities, 
$399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,024,000. 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational 
aids,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and 
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equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities, 
$81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
storage  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities, 

$759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  navigational  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing- 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security 
facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisiton,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi- 
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cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $24,361,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Whiting  Field,  Florida: 
Family  housing,  $385,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California: 
Family  housing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  cov¬ 
ered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person- 
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nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California  :  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  community  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $1,172,700. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida  :  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  communication  facilities,  family  housing,  and 


security  facilities,  $812,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Storage  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing- 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilites,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipe¬ 
line  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,581,000. 


Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition,  $5,260,000. 
Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
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storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,- 
000. 


Naval  air  station, 
field  lighting  facilities, 


Quonset  Point,  Rhode 
operational  facilities, 


Island:  Air- 
and  utilities, 


$1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family 
housing,  $188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County, 
Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition, 


$1,087,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Airfield  pavements,  communications  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North 
Carolina:  Family  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers 
Field,  Annapolis  Area,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
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facilities,  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  and  station  maintenance 
facilities,  communication  facilities,  cold  storage  facilities, 
training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
petroleum  storage  facilities,  site  preparation,  and  land 
acquisition,  $16,900,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakeliurst,  New  Jersey:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts: 
Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 

Naval  photographic  interpretation  center,  Suitland, 
Maryland :  Operational  and  photographic  preservation  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,345,000. 
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Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  re¬ 
moval,  for  flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  Lous¬ 
ing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Water- 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage 
facilities,  warehouse  freight  elevators,  and  (at  Cheatham 
Annex)  highway  crossing  and  land  acquisition,  $777,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and 
easement,  $62,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,- 
059,000. 
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Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Util¬ 
ities,  $648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  :  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and 
personnel  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,357,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Family  housing,  $47,300. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrig¬ 
erated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  and  ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barri¬ 
caded  sidings,  and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,107,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport,  Washington:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance 
drawings  storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia:  Ordnance  manu¬ 
facturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia: 
Utilities,  $420,000. 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Bar¬ 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $1,976,000. 


H.  R.  6829 - 4 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


26 


Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition 
storage  and  testing  facilities,  $1 13,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities,  cadet 
housing,  and  fill  in  Dewey  and  Santee  Basins  in  Severn 
Eiver,  $11,467,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland :  Personnel  facilities, 
$307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia: 
Training  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  family  housing,  and  personnel  facilities,  $8,038,800. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $119,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  :  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 
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Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California :  Training 
facilities,  $2,753,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland : 
Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Li¬ 
brary,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 
$192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and 
conversion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Family  housing, 
$162,100. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall, 
$46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medi¬ 
cal  research  facilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities, 
$60,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communi¬ 


cation  facilities,  $436,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Eesearch  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 
Bandle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Eesearch  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $52,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Ehode 
Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

$5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme, 

California:  Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water 
pollution,  including  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$57,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  bousing, 

$2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative 

facilities,  $1,835,000. 
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Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,253,700. 

Pleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  housing, 
$6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork, 
personnel  facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance  facil¬ 
ities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 


$975,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,- 
518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco :  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000. 

Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family 
housing,  $522,900. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Water- 
front  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
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Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades, 
$1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $66,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of 
Hawraii:  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $269,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  bousing,  $8,061,500. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

99 

23 

24 

25 


32 


Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and 
acquisition  of  family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
by  the  acquisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion, 
rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  hereby 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
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works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment 
and  facilities: 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado: 
Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis- 
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pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,706,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota  :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $16,608,000. 
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Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania: 
Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Porce  Base,  San  Rafael,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Airfield  pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities  and  family  housing,  $2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,959,000. 
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McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington, 
Delaware:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili- 
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ties,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  fighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  fighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  fighting  facilities,  and  messing 
facilities,  $343,000. 
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Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Airfield  lighting 
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facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,107,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  bousing  and  messing  facilities,  utibties,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facibties,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  bousing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
bousing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main- 
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tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $21,264,000. 

Eobins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine:  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $18,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  research, 
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development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$7,966,000. 

AIK  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training 
facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Bantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical 
facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyo- 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport, 
Mississippi:  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 
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Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids  and  troop  housing, 
$446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,557,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$4,322,000. 
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Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $549,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubhock,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma  :  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,000. 
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Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$1,045,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,661,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIK  COMMAND 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $590,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$331,000. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $520,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing. 
$7,073,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $861,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carahelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,000. 
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Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search,  development  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary 
Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $555,500. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Ilanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  research  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 
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Washington,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $20,000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Abilene  Air  F orce  Base,  Abilene,  Texas :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrate  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield 
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pavements,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,427,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $2,322,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $4,453,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,155,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,168,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,707,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka  Kansas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
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maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana  : 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield 
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pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $8,571,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,930,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $5,251,000. 
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March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  fighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $21,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acqui- 
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sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities 
$2,125,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,259,000. 
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Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,716,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina  : 
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Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,403,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $6,303,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina  :  Air- 
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field  pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 


$387,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $518,000. 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,510,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,863,000. 
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CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication 
facilities,  $163,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$42,017,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston  Island: 
Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  navigational  aids,  $2,991,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,393,000. 
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NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Eamey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Bico:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $2,149,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $234,996,000. 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various,  locations :  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  $526,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$293,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore 
or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$5,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,750,000”. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 
Bange,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec- 
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tion  301  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000”. 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota”  and  “$6,494,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota”  and 
“$12,124,000”,  respectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area, 
North  Dakota”  and  “$7,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota”  and  “$10,903,000”, 
respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas- 
gow-Miles  City  area,  Montana”  and  “$8,391,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana”  and 
“$10,660,000”,  respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000”. 
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(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$8,635,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,478,000”. 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  “$2,183,000”  and  insert  in 
heu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,615,000”,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station, 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
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United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command" 
in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station, 
Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station, 
Pescadero,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station, 
Point  Conception,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$232,000”. 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the 
amounts  “$389,125,000”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  amounts  “$405,176,000”  and 
“$415,005,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  Classified  location:  The  authority  granted  by 
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section  302,  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952,  may  he  utilized  to 
the  extent  of  $8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of  family 
housing. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  Defense,  acting  through  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department,  is  authorized  to  provide 
family  housing  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  certain  commissioned  officers  and  enlisted  personnel 
attached  to  his  staff  by  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of 
five  units  of  family  housing,  and  protected  communication 
facilities,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utili¬ 
ties,  equipment,  administration,  overhead,  planning,  and 
supervision. 

Sec.  402.  Appropriations  available  to  the  military  de¬ 
partments  are  hereby  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000. 

TITLE  V 

Sec.  501.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  provide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $6,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000. 
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TITLE  VI 
General  Provisions 

Sec.  601.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Eorce  are  respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  or  development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of 
this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by 
title  V  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of 
the  llevised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the 
Devised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities 
shall  include,  in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities  as 
to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  specified 
in  titles  I,  II,  III,  IV,  and  V,  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make 
surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
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1  or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 

2  purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  otlier- 

3  wise,  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 

4  thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 

5  under  other  temporary  tenure. 

6  Sec.  602.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 

7  priated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to 

8  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  hut  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $238,778,000;  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $78,334,000;  section  102, 
$223,993,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$551,105,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $331,607,200;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $107,191,300;  section  202, 
$151,342,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$596,140,900; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $709,480,000;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $450,973,000;  section  302, 
$5,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $1,165,453,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV: 
$300,000. 
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1  ( 5 )  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  V : 

2  $56,000,000. 

3  Sec.  603.  An}^  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in 

4  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 

5  Secretary  concerned,  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum  in 

6  the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental  United  States, 

7  and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the  con- 

8  tinental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 

9  enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the 

10  total  of  all  amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such 

11  title. 

12  Sec.  604.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  pur- 

13  poses  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to 

14  construction,  including  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 

15  planning,  and  supervision. 

16  Sec.  605.  Whenever — 

17  (a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 

18  the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second 

19  Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this 

20  Act  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  development  of 

21  military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 

22  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions 

23  of  this  Act;  and 

24  (b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 


68 


1  General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  con- 

2  ducting  an  adequate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  Presi- 

3  dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from  the  re- 

4  quirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress. 

5  Sec.  606.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United 

6  States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 

7  shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the 

8  national  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby  and  if  such 

9  award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 

10  Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 

11  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

12  Sec.  607.  Section  407  of  the  Public  Law  765,  Eighty- 

13  third  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

14  “Sec.  407.  The  Secretarv  of  Defense  is  authorized,  sub- 
4b  ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 

46  Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family 

47  housing,  in  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized 
46  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
49  in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  $100,000,000 
20  through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  in  accordance  with  the 
24  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As- 
22  sistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Con- 
2,J  gress)  or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the 
24  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
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“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  reimburse  tne  Com- 
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modity  Credit  Corporation  for  such  family  housing  in  a  dollar 
amount  equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  currencies  used 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  this  section.  For  the 
purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost, 
number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended  to  be  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the 
next  succeeding  quarter.’’ 

Sec.  608.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
permanent  limitations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948 
(62  Stat.  375) ,  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948 
( 62  Stat.  459 ) ,  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third 
provisos  thereof:  Provided,  That  such  limitations  shall  not 
apply  to  the  unit  of  family  housing  authorized  by  title  IV 
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of  this  Act  for  the  use  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  nor  shall  the  limitations  on  the  cost  of  family 
housing  that  are  prescribed  by  section  608  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1956  (H.  E.  6042) 
apply  with  respect  to  such  units  of  family  housing. 

Sec.  609.  When  housing  units  are  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  at  installations  at  which  housing  units 
shall  have  been  constructed  and  a  mortgage  thereon  insured 
by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VIII 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  may,  upon 
application  by  the  mortgagor,  accept  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  mortgagor’s  title  to  or  leasehold  interest  in  the 
housing  units  and  underlying  land,  subject  to  the  outstanding 
mortgage  thereon,  and  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  under  any  such  outstanding  mortgage  and  the 
cost  of  maintenance  and  operation  thereafter  accruing  with 
respect  to  such  housing  units.  Such  housing  units  shall  there¬ 
after  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of  any  out¬ 
standing  mortgage  assumed  by  the  Government. 

Sec.  610.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
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Secretary  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military,  naval,  or  Air  E orce 
installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  ( 1 )  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  public  wrorks  and  for  appropriations  therefor  that 
are  set  forth  in  such  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  gen- 
eral  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obli¬ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  author¬ 
izations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3)  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829) . 

Sec.  611.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance 
planning,  construction  design,  and  architectural  services  in 
connection  with  public  works  projects  which  are  not  other¬ 
wise  authorized  by  law/’ 
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84th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
1st  Session  j  1  No.  865 


' ;  i  ( } 


AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  THE  MILITARY 
DEPARTMENTS  AND  THE  CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE 
AGENCY 


June  20,  1955. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Vinson,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  68291 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and 
Air  Force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the 
same,  reports  favorably  thereon  without  amendment  and  recommends 
I  fiat  the  bill  do  pass. 


PURPOSE  OF  THE  BILL 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  provide  construction  and  other  related 
authority  for  the  military  departments  within  and  outside  the  United 
States  and  for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 
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Total  Authorizations  Granted 

Brief  of  authorizations 


Title  I  (Army) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _  $238,  778,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  78,  334,  000 

Classified _  223,  993,  000 

Emergency _ _ _  10,  000,  000 


Total _ _ _ _ _  551,105,000 


Title  II  (Navy): 

Inside  continental  United  States _  331,  607,  200 

Outside  continental  United  States _  107,  191,  300 

Classified _  151,  342,  400 

Emergency _  6,  000,  000 


Total _ , _ _ _  596,140,900 


Title  III  (Air  Force) : 

Inside  continental  United  States^ _  709,  480,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  450,  973,  000 

Emergency _ _ ^  „ _  5,  000,  000 


Total _  1,  165,  453,  000 

Title  IV  (Chairman,  JCS) _  300,  000 

Title  V  (Central  Intelligence  Agency) _  56,  000,  000 


Grand  total _ _ _  2,368,998,900 


TITLE  I - ARMY 

The  Army  would  be  authorized  $551,105,000  in  this  bill.  This 
military  construction  Army  authorization  request  is  more  than  double 
the  authorization  of  $236,060,000  granted  in  fiscal  year  1955. 

It  is  the  understanding  of  the  committee  that  the  authorization  re¬ 
quest  as  submitted  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  was  predicated  on 
the  following  considerations: 

(а)  The  sum  of  $223.9  million  for  facilities  needed  to  meet  firm  pro¬ 
jected  operational  requirements. 

(б)  The  sum  of  $317.1  million,  for  continuation  of  the  program  to 
provide  permanent  facilities  to  improve  the  welfare  and  morale  of  our 
troops,  to  provide  family  quarters  for  our  married  military  personnel 
and  to  provide  needed  operational  and  training  facilities  for  our  troops. 
This  requirement  includes  24,096  barracks  spaces;  5,765  new  and  badly 
needed  family  quarters;  52,000  acres  of  land  for  the  3  services  on 
Okinawa. 

(c)  The  sum  of  $10  million  for  emergency  construction. 

Of  the  Army  total,  $160,500,000  or  30  percent  is  for  the  continuation 
of  the  construction  of  antiaircraft  facilities  worldwide;  $63,900,000  or 
12  percent  is  for  provision  of  troop-housing  and  troop-support  facili¬ 
ties;  $88,372,000  or  17  percent  is  for  family  housing;  $38,300,000  or  7 
percent  is  for  land  acquisition;  $26,200,000  or  4  percent  is  for  another 
increment  of  permanent  construction  in  Alaska  and  Okinawa.  The 
major  segments  mentioned  total  $372,700,000  or  70  percent  of  the 
Army  portion  of  title  I.  The  remaining  30  percent  will  provide  for 
additional  construction  in  Iceland,  facilities  for  research  and  develop¬ 
ment,  maintenance  shops,  dredging,  and  other  miscellaneous  public 
works  throughout  the  Army  Establishment. 

A  breakout  of  the  program  bv  broad  categories  is  as  follows: 
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Program  by  categories 


[In  thousands] 


Continental 

United 

States 

Outside  con¬ 
tinental 
United 
States 

Total 

1.  Operational-and  training  facilities  ...  ... . 

SfltSB,  719 
15, 176 
9,088 
3,521 
15, 410 
2,858 
141, 169 
15,  564 

7,  773 

$75,  663 
3, 637 

0 

6,593 
884 
1,096 
40,425 
8,139 
30,  500 

$239, 272 
18,813 
9,088 
10,  H4 
16,294 
3, 954 
181, 694 
23,703 
38,273 

2.  Maintenance  and  production  facilities. . . . . - . 

3.  Research,  development,  and  test  facilities . . . 

4.  Supply ’facilities . . . __ . . . . 

5.  Hospital  and  medical  facilities . . . . _. 

6.  Administrative  facilities . . . . . 

374, 278 

166, 827 

541, 105 
10,000 

551, 105 

Technical  services 

Ordnance  Corps. — Troop  housing,  research  and  development,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities,  family  housing 
and  utilities,  $15,006,000  or  2.8  percent. 

Quartermaster  Corps. — Troop  housing,  airfield  pavements,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  family  housing  and  utilities,  $9,851,000  or  1.8  percent. 

Chemical  Corps. — Troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  family  housing, 
utilities  and  land  acquisition,  $3,697,000  or  0.7  percent. 

Signal  Corps. — Trooj)  housing,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities,  storage  facilities,  family 
housing  and  utilities,  $9,461,000  or  1.7  percent. 

Corps  of  Engineers. — -Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  family  housing  and  utilities,  $7,638,000  or  1.3 
percent. 

Transportation  Corps. — Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
utilities,  dredging  and  land  acquisition,  $22,922,000  or  4.1  percent. 

Medical  Corps. — Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilit  ies  and  training  facilities,  $9,100,000  or  1.6  percent 

Continental  armies 

First  Army. — Troop  housing,  training  and  administrative  facilities, 
community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,083,000  or  2.7  percent. 

Second  Army. — Troop  hopsing,  training  and  administrative  facilities, 
community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  family  housing  and  utilities,  $10,525,000  or  1.9  percent. 

Third  Army. — Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training  and 
administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $52,337,000  or  9.5  percent. 

Fourih  Army. — Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training  and 
administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  family  housing  and  land  acquisition,  $21,425,000 
or  3.9  percent. 
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Fifth  Army. — Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training  and 
administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  airfield 
pavements,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $26,432,000  or  4.8  percent. 

Sixth  Army. — Troop,  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  waterfront  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  liquid  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $19,764,000  or  3.6  percent. 

Other  continental  areas 

United  States  Military  Academy,  N.  Y. — Community  facilities  and 
utilities,  $756,000  or  0.2  percent. 

Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project  (various  locations). — Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$4,245,000  or  0.8  percent. 

Various  locations,  tactical  installations. — Family  housing,  $8,135,000 
or  1.5  percent. 

Various  locations.- — Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family  housing, 
$2,661,000  or  0.5  percent. 

Overseas  permanent  and  general  areas 

Alaska. — Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  liquid  fuel  dispensing  facili¬ 
ties,  family  housing  and  utilities,  $17,338,000  or  3.1  percent. 

Okinawa. — Troop  supporting  and  medical  facilities,  operational, 
maintenance  and  administrative  facilities,  utilities,  family  housing, 
and  land  acquisition  and  resettlement,  $43,983,000  or  8.1  percent. 

Pacific. — Storage  and  community  facilities,  family  housing  and 
utilities,  $5,071,000  or  0.9  percent. 

Caribbean. — Family  housing,  $2,350,000  or  0.4  percent. 

Iceland. — Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$3,793,000  or  0.7  percent. 

Classified  installations. — Family  housing,  $5,799,000  or  1.1  percent. 
Section  102 

Included  in  this  section  is  the  authorization  of  $223,933,000  for  the 
establishment  and  development  of  classified  military  installations  and 
facilities,  or  40.5  percent. 

Section  103 

This  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  restore  and  replace 
facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  the  amount  of  $10  million  or 
1 .8  percent. 

Section  10  j 

This  authorizes  the  transfer  of  authorization  for  a  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facility  in  the  amount  of  $2  million  from  Fort  Knox,  Ivy., 
to  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.  The 
original  authorization,  granted  in  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress,  has 
not  yet  been  utilized. 

Section  105 

This  authorizes  the  transfer  of  the  Department  of  the  Army  trans¬ 
mitting  station  from  the  vicinity  of  Woodbridge,  Va.,  to  the  vicinity  of 
Camp  Detrick,  Md.  The  station  was  authorized  at  Woodbridge  by 
Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  but  the  authorization  has  not  yet  been 
utilized. 
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TITLE  II - NAVY 

The  Navy  would  be  authorized  in  this  bill  to  accomplish  public 
works  totaling  $596,140,900.  This  is  another  increment  in  a  long- 
range  program  to  modernize  the  Navy’s  shore  establishment  in  keep¬ 
ing  with  the  advances  made  and  planned  in  ships,  aircraft  and  weapons; 
and  to  meet  strategic  and  other  urgent  requirements.  This  bill  would 
authorize  the  development  of  two  new  installations.  Both  of  these 
are  needed  for  advanced  training  of  Naval  and  Marine  Corps  aircraft 
pilots.  One  is  proposed  to  be  established  in  southern  Louisiana  and 
the  other  in  southern  Texas.  The  bill  would  also  authorize  the  reloca¬ 
tion  of  the  existing  inadequate  aviation  training  facilities  at  the  United 
States  Naval  Academy  to  a  new  site  to  be  developed  near  Annapolis, 
Md.,  to  provide  the  required  aeronautical  educational  facilities  for  the 
midshipmen  and  flight  facilities  for  naval  pilots  and  aviation  personnel 
in  the  area.  Last  year  family  housing  for  the  military  departments 
was  authorized  by  a  special  act  (Public  Law  765,  83d  Cong.).  This 
.year,  however,  the  family-housing  program,  consisting  of  3,088  units 
)for  the  Navy,  mostly  at  overseas  installations,  is  integrated  into  the 
regular  public  works  projects  contained  in  this  bill.  Provision  is  also 
made  in  the  bill  for  bachelor  officers’  quarters  for  5,640  officers  and 
for  barracks  for  10,930  enlisted  personnel. 

Another  noteworthy  program  which  the  bill  will  authorize  is  that  for 
avigation  flight  clearance.  The  advent  of  jet  aircraft  has  introduced 
problems  which  must  be  solved  for  the  safety  of  personnel  and  property. 
The  heavier  and  faster  jets  require  a  much  wider  turning  area  and  a 
longer  and  lower  glide  angle  for  landing.  The  problem  is  particularly 
serious  at  fields  used  for  practicing  carrier  landings.  Here  the  very 
low-approach  pattern  and  carrier  landing  techniques  must  be  employed 
to  simulate  actual  carrier  operating  conditions.  At  the  other  fields  in 
the  program  the  problem  is  not  as  critical  since  the  normal  jet  landing 
technique  applies.  In  both  cases,  the  safety  of  the  lives  of  the  highly 
trained  pilots  and  of  the  costly  aircraft  requires  clearance  of  air 
obstructions  in  the  areas  used  for  approach  and  landing. 

Navy  has  also  requested  authority  to  provide  facilities  to  abate 
sewage  pollution  of  the  rivers  and  harbors  adjacent  to  certain  naval 
installations.  This  request  covers  only  those  stations  where  pollution 
.by  the  Navy  is  in  violation  of  State  laws.  It  will  also  permit  com¬ 
pliance  with  Executive  Order  10014  of  November  3,  1948. 

In  accordance  with  the  use  to  be  made  of  the  proposed  facilities,  the 
Navy’s  program  breaks  down  as  follows: 


Category 

Amount  (in 
millions) 

Percent  of 
total  program 

$345.3 

58.0 

71.0 

11.9 

56.2 

9.4 

37.4 

6.2 

22.2 

3.7 

23.0 

3.9 

15.6 

2.6 

15.1 

2.5 

10.3 

1.7 

696.1 
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The  Navy  program  is  divided  into  the  following  1 1  classes: 

1 .  Shipyard  facilities 

The  program  for  this  class  totals  $51,454,600.  Authorization  in 
that  amount  is  needed  for  development  of  facilities  for  repair  and 
conversion  of  the  new  type  carrier,  for  repair  and  modernization  of 
shop  facilities,  for  replacement  of  deteriorated  berthing  facilities,  and 
for  research  and  development  facilities  in  the  fields  of  mine  warfare 
and  design  of  ship’s  hull,  propellers,  and  related  matters. 

2.  Fleet  base  facilities 

The  total  authorization  proposed  for  this  class  is  $44,597,500.  The 
installations  for  which  the  facilities  are  needed  are  primarily  concerned 
with  direct  support  of  the  operating  forces.  A  major  share  of  the 
program,  about  $25  million,  is  required  to  provide  personnel  facili¬ 
ties — -barracks,  bachelor  officers’  quarters,  and  family  housing — -chiefly 
at  overseas  locations.  Other  important  projects  in  the  program  are 
for  development  of  waterfront  facilities  for  support  of  large  carriers 
and  other  fleet  units.  | 

3.  Aviation  facilities 

The  authorization  for  this  class,  $314,157,200,  is  approximately 
52  percent  of  the  Navy’s  total  in  this  bill.  It  is  comprised  of  4  types 
of  stations  for  continental  United  States  activities  and  1  for  overseas. 
The  major  features  of  these  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Naval  air  training  stations. — -Authorization  for  this  program 
amounts  to  $44,410,500.  Approximately  $30  million  of  the  amount 
is  for  development  of  two  new  air  stations  adjacent  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  required  for  advanced  aeronautical  training.  The  balance  is 
required  to  provide  for  incremental  modernization  of  the  Navy’s  air 
training  stations. 

( b )  Fleet  support  air  stations. — Authorization  for  stations  in  this 
group  totals  $44,440,200.  It  is  primarily  required  for  the  further 
development  of  the  fields  in  the  master  jet  complexes  in  keeping  with 
advanced  aircraft  design  and  experience.  In  general,  these  fields 
support  fleet-carrier  operations.  Certain  of  them  also  provide  the 
base  for  operation  of  reconnaissance  and  antisubmarine  warfare 
aircraft. 

(c)  Marine  Corps  air  stations. — $16,614,900  is  the  amount  proposed  d 
for  authorization  for  the  continued  development  of  these  stations," 
principally  for  modernization  of  the  Marine  Corps  master  jet  stations 
and  satellite  fields.  These  stations  generally  support  fleet  marine 
force,  carrier,  transport,  and  training  aircraft. 

(d)  Special  purpose  air  stations. — Authorization  proposed  for  sta¬ 
tions  in  this  group  amounts  to  $73,902,000.  Major  projects  in  the 
group  include  the  development  of  aviation  facilities  for  education  of 
midshipmen  in  the  science  of  aeronautics;  various  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  facilities  including  those  for  shipboard  catapult  and  arresting 
gear  needed  to  handle  the  heavier  and  faster  jet  aircraft;  the  program 
at  a  number  of  air  stations  for  land  acquisition  and  obstruction  removal 
for  flight  clearance.  The  need  for  the  latter  program  has  been  gener¬ 
ated  by  the  shift  from  propeller  to  jet  aircraft,  and  the  wider  and 
lower  approach  and  landing  techniques  required  for  safe  operation  of 
jets. 
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( e )  Overseas  air  stations. — Authorization  for  this  group  amounts  to 
$134,789,600.  It  includes  provisions  for  nearly  700  units  of  family 
housing;  facilities  needed  in  the  continental  defense  program;  and 
aviation  and  related  facilities  required  for  strategic  purposes. 

4-  Supply  facilities 

Authorizations  hi  the  bill  for  this  class  of  facilities  amount  to 
$9,254,100.  The  installations  for  which  facilities  are  proposed  have 
been  established  to  support  fleet  operations  and  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  other  naval  stations  in  the  general  vicinity  of  each 
supply  activity.  A  part  of  this  program  will  provide  for  a  small 
number  of  family  housing  units,  chiefly  overseas.  A  major  portion 
of  the  program  is  for  rehabilitation  of  existing  facilities,  including  fuel 
piers,  a  cold  storage  building,  and  for  construction  of  a  warehouse  at 
an  important  overseas  location. 

o.  Marine  Corps  facilities 

Authorization  in  the  bill  for  this  class  of  facilities  is  $61,637,300. 
i  The  installations  involved  are  needed  for  training  marines  and  sup¬ 
porting  their  operations.  The  Marine  Corps  is  geared  for  immediate 
deployment  whenever  and  wherever  required  and  the  supply,  training, 
and  camp  facilities  are  needed  to  support  this  requirement. 

6.  Ordnance  facilities 

Authorization  in  amount  of  $21,462,900  is  in  the  bill  for  this  class. 
The  stations  to  be  improved  by  accomplishment  of  the  proposed 
projects  exist  to  provide  the  necessary  facilities  for  research,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  testing  of  ammunition,  other  weapons,  ordnance  material, 
and  equipment;  the  safe  storage  and  issue  of  ammunition  and  related 
functions.  The  major  portion  of  facilities  proposed  in  this  program 
are  needed  to  perform  these  functions. 

7.  Service  school  facilities 

Authorization  for  this  class  of  facilities  is  $30,118,800.  The  pro¬ 
posed  projects  will  provide  much  needed  personnel  housing  to  replace 
deteriorated  and  substandard  existing  barracks,  bachelor  officer’s 
quarters,  and  family  units;  and  facilities  for  training  officers  and  men 
to  operate  the  highly  complex  and  technical  shipboard  equipment  of 
the  modern  Navy. 

8.  Medical  facilities 

Authorization  in  the  bill  for  medical  facilities  amounts  to  $2,841,700. 
The  program  provides  for  48  units  of  family  housing  for  key  officer  and 
enlisted  personnel,  correction  of  deficiencies  in  the  physical  plant  of 
two  naval  hospitals,  medical  research  facilities  important  to  fleet 
operations,  and  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  a  hospital 
to  replace  an  existing  temporary  and  substandard  hospital  and  for  a 
Department  of  Defense  Medical  Library  to  meet  national  require¬ 
ments. 

9 .  Communica  tions  facilities 

Authorization  in  the  bill  for  this  class  totals  $26,111,800.  Except 
for  one  small  radio  direction-finder  station,  this  program  is  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  communication  facilities  at  various  strategic  locations  overseas. 
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‘10.  Office  of  Naval  Research  facilities 

Authorization  in  the  bill  is  for  the  amount  of  $215,000  to  provide 
facilities  needed  for  research  in  specialized  scientific  fields. 

1 1 .  Yards  and  docks  facilities 

Authorization  in  the  bill  for  facilities  in  this  class  totals  $34,290,000. 
A  portion  of  this  authorization  is  required  to  rehabilitate  certain 
waterfront  loading  facilities  and  utilities  and  to  provide  special  storage 
facilities  to  support  development  and  maintenance  of  overseas  bases. 
It  also  includes  a  major  program  for  abatement  of  pollution  of  the 
rivers  and  harbors  adjacent  to  certain  naval  activities. 

TITLE  III - AIR  FORCE 

The  Air  Force  would  be  authorized  $1,165,453,000  in  this  bill  to 
provide  for  the  construction  of  facilities  at  255  principal  bases,  151  of 
which  are  in  the  continental  United  States  and  104  are  located  in 
overseas  areas. 

The  public-works  program  for  the  Air  Force  for  fiscal  year  1956  will 
provide  additional  facilities  necessary  to  the  phased  buildup  of  the 
137-wing  Air  Force.  The  facilities  in  this  program  are  essential  for 
sustained  operation  of  the  137-wing  Air  Force  which  by  the  end  of 
1957  will  have  a  base  structure  consisting  of  346  principal  operational, 
training,  logistic,  and  research  installations.  Within  the  continental 
United  States  there  will  be  186  of  these  installations  and  160  in  over¬ 
seas  locations.  In  addition  to  these,  the  Air  Force  will  have  over 
2,000  ancillary  installations  such  as  communications  sites,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  radar  stations,  and  classified  locations. 

The  basic  strength  of  the  Air  Force  has  remained  at  the  137-wing 
force  level  which  was  established  in  December  1953;  consequently, 
the  base  structure  required  to  support  the  137  wings  has  with  a  few 
exceptions  remained  what  it  was  in  the  1955  program.  In  continental 
United  States  there  are  two  new  Air  Defense  Command  bases  to 
satisfy  urgent  requirements;  Buckingham,  near  Fort  Myers,  Fla., 
and  a  site  to  be  selected  in  the  greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin. 
Also  there  are  facilities  for  five  new  locations  in  the  United  States 
Air  Force  in  Europe. 

The  breakdown  of  the  Air  Force  authorization  request  by  major 
commands  is  as  follows: 
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Continental  United  States  (as  contained  in  sec.  301) : 

Air  Defense  Command _ _ _ _ _ _ _  $97,  834,  000 

Air  Materiel  Command- _ _ _  80,  484,  000 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command _ _  7,  966,  000 

Air  Training  Command _  40,  944,  500 

Air  University _  2,  936,  000 

Continental  Air  Command _  5,  695,  500 

Headquarters  Command _  520,  000 

Military  Air  Transport  Service _  19,  446,  000 

Research  and  Development  Command _  73,  123,  500 

Strategic  Air  Command _  224,  453,  000 

Tactical  Air  Command _  55,  308,  500 

Special  facilities _ _  387,000 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  100,  382,  000 


Total _ _ _  709,480,000 


Outside  continental  United  States  (contained  in  sec.  301) : 

Alaskan  Air  Command _  28,  829,  000 

Caribbean  Air  Command-.. _  163,  000 

Far  East  Air  Force _ _  42,  017,  000 

Military  Air  Transport  Service _  19,  847,  000 

Northeast  Air  Command _ _ _ _ _  23,  601,  000 

Strategic  Air  Command _  2,  149,  000 

United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe _  234,  996,  000 

Area  control  navigational  aids _  526,  000 

Special  facilities _  293,  000 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  98,  552,  000 


Total.. _ _ _  450,973,000 

Repair  and  replace  facilities  (sec.  302)  total _  5,  000,  000 


Grand  total _  1,  165,  453,  00Q 


Summaries  of  the  character  ancl  extent  of  the  Air  Force  program  and 
the  functional  responsibility  of  each  of  the  major  commands  follow: 

Air  Defense  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  the  air  defense  of  the 
United  States.  This  program  provides  facilities  at  33  locations  of 
the  Air  Defense  Command  in  the  amount  of  $97,834,000. 

The  program  provides  additional  operating  facilities  at  existing 
fighter  bases,  initiates  construction  on  2  new  bases  (Buckingham 
Weapons  Center,  Florida  and  greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin) 
and  provides  a  second  increment  of  construction  at  the  6  new  fighter 
interceptor  bases  initially  authorized  last  year. 

Also  included  in  this  program  is  $100,382,000  for  the  expansion  of 
facilities  for  the  continental  aircraft  control  and  warning  system. 

Air  Materiel  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  (1)  provide  adequate  and  efficient 
systems  of  procurement,  production,  maintenance,  and  supply  for  the 
United  States  Air  Force;  (2)  provide  general  overall  logistical  support 
for  all  activities  and  agencies  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  aud 
(3)  train  specialized  units  for  the  accomplishment  of  specified  logistics 
functions  in  overseas  areas  and  theaters;  and  (4)  train  individuals 
requiring  a  long  training  lead  time  to  fill  requirements  of  air-depot-type 
units  scheduled  for  activation  and  to  fill  replacement  requirements. 
This  program  amounts  to  $80,484,000  and  provides  facilities  at  14 
locations.  Two  of  these  locations  are  in  support  of  a  classified  project. 
Approximately  half  of  this  program  is  for  airfield  pavements,  the 
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major  portion  of  which  provides  capacity  for  receiving  jot-type 
aircraft  for  maintenance  in  the  depot  complex. 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  perform  operational  suitability 
testing  of  aircraft,  pilotless  aircraft,  navigational  aids,  components 
and  material;  develop  techniques  and  procedures  in  the  use  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  aircraft,  pilotless  aircraft,  armament  and  components  appli¬ 
cable  to  Air  Force  purposes.  This  program  aounts  to  $7,966,000  for 
Air  Proving  Ground  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  one  location. 

Air  Training  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  flying  training  leading 
to  an  aeronatutical  rating;  air  crew  training;  technical  training  lead¬ 
ing  to  an  Air  Force  speciality;  basic  military  training,  mobile  train¬ 
ing,  and  such  other  training  as  may  be  directed  by  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
USAF.  This  program  amounts  to  $40,944,500  and  provides  facilities 
at  29  locations.  The  major  portion  of  this  program  replaces  World 
War  II  dormitories  and  dining  halls  and  constructs  additional  family  ( 
housing. 

Air  University 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  prepare  officers  for  command  of 
large  Air  Force  units,  wings,  groups,  and  squadrons,  and  for  staff 
duties  appropriate  to  those  command  positions  and  to  provide  educa¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  scientific  requirements  of  the  Air  Force.  This  pro¬ 
gram  totals  $2,936,000  for  the  Ah  University  and  provides  principally 
dormitories  and  messing  facilities  for  airmen. 

Continental  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  discharge  within  the  continental 
United  States  the  field  responsibilities  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF, 
with  respect  to: 

The  Reserve  Forces  for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  that  are 
assigned  to  Continental  Air  Command,  including  supervision  and 
inspection  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Administration  and  training  of  engineer  aviation  units  assigned  to 
Continental  Air  Command. 

Domestic  emergencies. 

Miscellaneous  administrative  functions.  1 

In  the  event  of  war  or  other  emergency,  mobilize  the  units  and/or 
individuals  of  the  Air  Force  Reserve  that  are  assigned  to  the  Conti¬ 
nental  Air  Command. 

Discharge  within  the  continental  United  States  such  other  responsi¬ 
bilities  as  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF,  may  direct. 

The  program  amounts  to  $5,695,500  for  Continental  Air  Command 
and  provides  facilities  at  five  regular  Air  Force  bases,  consisting  prin¬ 
cipally  of  pavements,  operational  facilities,  and  recreational  facilities. 

Headquarters  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  housekeeping  and  sup¬ 
port  of  all  Air  Force  personnel  in  the  Washington  area.  Specifically: 
Provide  administrative  and  logistic  support  for  Headquarters  squad¬ 
ron,  USAF,  and  for  those  Air  Force  units  stationed  within  the  Wash¬ 
ington  area  whose  inherent  organizational  structure  does  not  permit 
their  support.  This  program  contains  $520,000  for  recreational 
facilities. 
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Military  Air  Transport  Service 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  airlift  required  in  support 
of  approved  joint  war  plans;  scheduled  airlift  for  the  Department  of 
Defense  within  the  continental  United  States;  between  the  continental 
United  States  and  overseas  areas  and  between  and  within  overseas 
areas,  as  directed  by  higher  authority;  worldwide  air  transport,  air 
weather,  airways  and  air  communications,  and  air  rescue  service  sys¬ 
tems;  flight  service  within  the  Zone  of  Interior  and  as  further  directed; 
organizations  and  training  of  Air  Resupply  and  Communications 
Service  and  all  elements  thereof ;  supervision  and  control,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  primary  facilities  required  for  performing  its  assigned  mission; 
theater  jurisdiction  in  overseas  areas  where  MATS  units  are  stationed 
but  which  are  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  any  theater  commander. 
This  program  totals  $19,446,000  for  the  Military  Air  Transport  Service 
and  provides  facilities  at  six  locations. 

Air  Research  and  Development  Command 

\  The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  attain  and  maintain  qualitative 
'superiority  of  materiel  and  to  conduct  or  supervise  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  studies  required  for  the  accomplishment  of  the  Air  Force  missions. 
To  seek  new  basic  knowledge  from  which  improved  aeronautical  equip¬ 
ment,  materiel,  weapons,  and  techniques  can  be  developed.  To 
undertake  the  development  and  recommend  the  adoption  of  appro¬ 
priate  new  and  improved  devices  and  systems  for  the  conduct  and 
support  of  air  warfare,  including  aircraft,  missiles,  weapons,  tech¬ 
niques,  and  procedures  applicable  to  Air  Force  purposes.  This  pro¬ 
gram  amounts  to  $73,123,500  and  provides  facilities  at  nine  locations 
for  continuing  the  development  of  nuclear-powered  aircraft  and  inter¬ 
continental  ballistic  missiles. 

Strategic  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  air  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters  United 
States  Air  Force.  This  program  totals  $224,453,000  for  Strategic  Air 
Command  and  provides  facilities  at  37  locations.  Almost  one-third  of 
the  Strategic  Air  Command  program  is  for  airfield  pavements  to  pro- 
vide  capability  for  operation  of  the  B-52  bombers  and  safe  sustained 
)  operation  of  the  B-47  medium  bombers  of  the  Strategic  Air  Command 
striking  forces. 

Tactical  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  Air  Force  cooperation 
with  land,  naval,  and/or  amphibious  forces  and  operational  training  of 
Air  Force  units  therefor.  This  program  amounts  to  $55,308,500  for 
Tactical  Air  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  17  locations,  the 
majority  of  which  is  for  airfield  pavements  and  family  housing. 

Alaskan  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize  and  conduct  the  an 
defense  of  Alaska  and  provide  early  warning  to  the  United  States  and 
Canada  Support  the  Strategic  Air  Command,  Military  Air  Transport 
Service,  COMALSEAFRON,  and  the  United  States  Army.  Support 
the  northwest  route  to  the  Orient.  This  program  totals  $28,829,000 
for  Alaska  Air  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  six  locations. 


12  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  .  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS  AND  CIA 


Caribbean  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  for  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal 
Zone,  Latin  American  and  foreign  mission  schools,  air  weather,  air 
communications,  air  rescue,  and  theater  jurisdiction  of  the  Caribbean 
area.  This  program  provides  communication  facilities  amounting  to 
$163,000. 

Far  East  Air  Force 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  conduct  tactical  operations,  the 
air  defense  of  Japan,  Ryukyus,  Mariannas,  and  the  United  States 
installations  in  the  Philippines;  to  conduct  troop  carrier,  airborne, 
air-transportation  operations,  and  medium-bomber  operations  in  the 
Far  East;  to  provide  logistic  support  to  FEAF  forces.  The  program 
for  FEAF  provides  facilities  at  11  bases,  amounting  to  $42,017,000. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  aircraft  required  in  sup¬ 
port  of  approved  joint  war  plans,  scheduled  airlift  for  the  Department 
of  Defense  between  the  continental  United  States  and  overseas  areas ;! 
between  and  within  overseas  areas,  as  directed  by  higher  authority; 
worldwide  air  transport;  air  weather;  airways  and  air  communications, 
and  air  rescue  service  systems  organization  and  training  of  Air 
Resupply  and  Communications  Service  and  all  elements  thereof, 
supervision,  control,  and  maintenance  of  primary  facilities  required 
for  performing  its  assigned  mission;  theater  jurisdiction  in  overseas 
area,  where  MATS  units  are  stationed  but  which  are  outside  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  any  theater  commander.  $19,847,000  is  the  total  fiscal 
year  1956  program  for  this  command. 

Northeast  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  airbase  facilities  and 
support  to  units  of  Strategic  Air  Command;  support  of  the  Danish 
and  Canadian  Governments  and  their  command  in  accordance  with 
established  policies  and  agreements;  Air  Defense  coverage  of  North¬ 
east  Air  Command  and  the  Northwest  approaches  to  the  United  States, 
air  resupply  of  isolated  United  States-Canada  and  United  States- 
Danish  weather  and  communications  outposts.  The  total  program 
for  NEAC  amounts  to  $23,601,000. 

Strategic  Air  Command  I 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  air  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters, 
United  States  Air  Force.  This  program  provides  for  facilities  at  one 
location,  totaling  $2,149,000. 

United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  support  the  Supreme  Allied  Com¬ 
mander,  Europe;  support  the  United  States  Commander  in  Chief, 
Europe,  and  the  other  component  commanders  under  USCINCEUR 
in  their  assigned  missions.  To  fulfill  responsibilities  assigned  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  areas  not  included  in  either  the  NATO  or  the 
USCINCEUR 's  area  of  responsibility.  To  support  commanders 
operating  directly  under  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  To  participate  in 
the  preparation  of  joint  United  States  plans.  To  support  the  United 
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States  policy  within  the  scope  of  this  command’s  responsibility,  new 
authorization  amounting  to  $234,996,000  is  required. 

The  Ah-  Force  program  by  major  category  of  projects  is  as  follows: 

[Thousands] 


Continental 
United  States 


Outside  con¬ 
tinental 
United  States 


Total 


Airfield  pavements _ 

Liquid  fuel  storage.- . . . . . . 

Communication  and  Navaids _ 

Operational  facilities _ 

Aii-craft  maintenance  facilities.— . . 

Training  facilities..  — _ _ 

Troop  housing  and  mess _ _ .. 

Family  housing  (8,118  units) _ 

Utilities - - - 

Real  estate _ _ _ 

Research  and  development  test  facilities 

Medical  facilities _ _ 

Storage  facilities _ 

Personnel  facilities _ _ _ 

Administrative  facilities _ 

Jhqp  facilities _ 

Harbor  facilities.. _ _ 


$139, 185 

$103, 009 

10, 860 

122,  661 

5,593 

7,198 

102,  597 

100, 564 

65,  718 

26,  22,6 

11,979 

533 

57,  489 

28,849 

108, 969 

1,643 

31,433 

22, 885 

9,120 

55 

62,  925 

0 

27,  815 

1,459 

18,  511 

21,512 

33, 445 

6,346 

18, 346 

4,  377 

5,495 

2,921 

0 

735 

Unforeseen  urgent  construction 


$242, 194 
133,  521 
12.  791 
203, 161 
91, 944 
12,512 
86, 338 
110, 612 
54,  318 
9,175 
62,  925 
29,  274 
40,  023 
39,  791 
22,  723 
8,416 
735 
5, 000 


Total 


709, 480 


450,  793 


1, 165, 453 


The  committee  has  thoroughly  reviewed  the  Air  Force  program, 
and  has  made  a  number  of  minor  adjustments  with  respect  to  some 
of  the  line  items  presented.  The  major  change  accomplished  by  the 
committee  consisted  of  deleting  the  request  for  various  facilities  at 
Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oreg.  In  denying  the  Air 
Force  request  for  these  facilities,  the  committee  took  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  inability  of  the  Air  Force,  the  Civil  Aeronautic  Authority, 
and  local  interests  to  arrive  at  a  mutually  satisfactory  agreement  for 
the  use  of  the  airport.  The  committee  advised  representatives  of 
the  Air  Force  that  further  delay  in  providing  this  operational  facility 
is  not  in  the  best  interest  of  national  defense;  therefore,  the  possibility 
of  locating  this  activity  at  another  site  should  be  investigated  and  a 
report  of  the  results  made  to  the  committee  at  the  next  session. 

Formulation  of  the  Program 

^  There  are  set  out  above  what  the  committee  considers  all  of  the  basic 
facts  and  figures  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  construction  pro¬ 
grams  for  fiscal  year  1956.  Bare  statistics,  however,  tell  only  what 
the  program  is.  For  the  kind  of  understanding  which  the  committee 
feels  it  is  obligated  to  convey  to  the  Huose,  it  is  necessary  also  to 
know  the  how  and  why. 

Every  construction  program  presented  to  the  Congress  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  is,  in  the  first  instance,  based  on  requirements. 
There  are  differences  of  opinion  as  to  what  the  requirements  are  and 
it  is  these  differences  of  opinion  and  approach  that  make  the  program 
when  presented  to  the  Congress  the  combined  thinking  of  the  best 
military  and  civilian  minds  within  the  Department  of  Defense.  The 
first  step  in  the  formulation  of  a  military  construction  program  is  to 
obtain  from  the  field  offices  of  the  military  departments  the  needs  of 
the  individual  military  establishments  within  the  geographical  or 
other  jurisdiction  of  each  of  the  field  offices.  These  requests  are  con- 
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sidered,  in  most  instances,  by  the  next  echelon,  or  echelons,  of  field 
offices  prior  to  their  submission  to  the  Department  concerned. 

The  next  step  is  consideration  within  the  Department  itself.  Here 
again  the  program  goes  through  several  processes  of  review,  until  final 
approval  of  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Military  Department.  Each  of  the 
Secretaries  then  submits  his  recommendations  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (Properties  and  Installations),  a  position  now  held  by 
Mr.  Franklin  G.  Floete.  Mr.  Floete’s  office  is  a  relatively  small  one, 
but  staffed  with  experts  in  military  construction  and  in  fields  allied  to 
it.  Here,  with  a  singleness  of  purpose  that  has  been  most  encourag¬ 
ing  to  the  committee,  all  of  the  programs  are  reviewed,  coordinated, 
and  assembled  into  a  single  program  reflecting  the  overall  construc¬ 
tion  needs  of  all  of  the  military  departments. 

As  originally  received  in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Properties  and  Installations),  the  service  requests  for  this 
year’s  construction  program  contained  in  excess  of  10,500  line  items. 
As  indicated  above,  these  requests  had  been  previously  screened  by 
appropriate  divisions  of  the  military  departments.  As  a  result  of  this  i 
detailed  review,  many  items  were  eliminated  or  reduced  in  scope  or* 
cost.  The  original  total  dollars  request  was  in  excess  of  $2.8  billion. 
The  sum  recommended  in  the  present  bill,  exclusive  of  family  housing 
is  slightly  less  than  $2  billion. 

The  value  of  any  construction  program  is  in  direct  ratio  to  the 
amount  of  planning,  thought,  and  review  that  is  put  into  it.  These 
factors,  in  turn,  are  dependent  for  their  worth  upon  the  individuals 
with  the  responsibility  for  formulating  the  program.  The  committee 
is  convinced  that  there  has  been  a  great  improvement  over  the  past 
few  years  in  all  of  these  aspects  of  the  formulation  of  the  military 
construction  programs.  The  Department  of  Defense  and  its  military 
departments  have,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  engendered  a 
confidence  in  this  respect  that  is  now  deserved. 

Witnesses  from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  from  each 
of  the  military  departments  were  questioned  most  closely  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  matters,  and  the  committee  received  an  assurance 
which  by  the  end  of  the  hearings  it  accepted  completely  that  every 
item  in  the  bill  as  presented  had  received  the  closest  scrutiny  and 
consideration  during  every  step  toward  its  final  submission  to  the 
Congress.  j 

Summary  I 

The  bill  is  divided  into  six  titles.  The  money  amounts  authorized 
for  titles  I  through  V  are  as  follows: 


Title  I  (Army) _  $551,  105,  000 

Title  II  (Navy) _  596,  140,  900 

Title  III  (Air  Force) _  1,  165,  453,  000 

Title  IV  (Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff) _  300,  000 

Title  V  (Central  Intelligence  Agency) _  56,  000,  000 


Total _ $2,  368,  998,  900 


Title  VI  contains  all  of  the  general  provisions  in  the  bill  and  relates 
to  the  previous  five  titles  in  one  way  or  another. 
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NEW  INSTALLATIONS 

The  establishment  of  new  installations  or  the  insertion  of  new  types 
of  items  in  a  military  construction  bill  have  a  particular  pertinence  in 
that  they  show  the  growth  of  a  program  or  a  change  in  emphasis. 

The  new  installations  for  each  of  the  military  departments  are  set 
out  below: 

Army:  West  coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California 
Navy: 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Port  Isabel,  Tex. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  La. 

Naval  Air  Facility  (John  H.  Towers  Field)  Annapolis  Area,  Maryland 
Air  Force: 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Fort  Myers,  Fla.  (ADC) 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin  (ADC) 

ITEMS  ADDED  BY  COMMITTEE 

The  Department  of  Defense  submitted  a  well-rounded  program  and 
one  directed  to  its  concept  of  the  needs  of  the  military  departments. 
The  committee,  during  its  consideration  of  the  bill,  felt  the  need  for 
the  addition  of  certain  items  not  contained  in  the  program.  It, 
therefore,  took  upon  itself  to  insert  certain  additional  projects.  They 
are  as  follows: 

Title  I  (Army):  Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.:  Hospital,  $8  million. 

Title  II  (Navy): 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Annapolis  area,  Maryland,  $16,900,000. 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md  :  Addition  to  Bancroft  Hall,  $7,500,000; 
and  fill  to  provide  land  area  $3,785,000. 

The  committee  also  added  a  new  title  IV  which  will  authorize  the 
construction  or  rehabilitation  of  five  units  of  housing,  a  communica¬ 
tion  facility,  and  other  related  items  for  the  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  and  certain  commissioned  officers  and  enlisted  personnel 
attached  to  his  staff.  At  the  present  time,  each  of  the  Chiefs  of 
Staff  is  provided  with  quarters  appropriate  to  his  rank,  position,  and 
duties.  The  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  has  never  been  so 
accommodated.  The  committee  felt  that  such  quarters  should  be 
provided,  and  by  unanimous  vote  inserted  in  the  bill  appropriate 
authority. 

OTHER  CHANGES  IN  BILL  AS  PRESENTED 

During  the  consideration  of  the  bill  there  were,  of  course,  many 
other  additions  and  deletions  which  would  be  too  numerous  to  be 
included  in  this  report.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  there  were  in  the  order 
of  125  amendments  to  the  original  bill.  Some  of  them  were  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  departments,  while  others  were  expressions  of  the 
committee’s  belief.  The  bill  as  originally  presented  totaled  $2,354,- 
352,300.  The  bill  as  reported  out  of  committee  totals  $2,368,998,900. 
This  represents  an  increase  of  $14,646,600.  In  the  process,  the  com¬ 
mittee  eliminated  items  in  the  amount  of  $33,368,000,  and  added 
items  in  the  amount  of  $48,014,600. 

SPECIAL  DELIBERATIONS 

As  is  true  in  any  program  of  the  magnitude  of  that  contained  in 
H.  R.  6829,  there  are  items  which  are  in  one  way  or  another  contro¬ 
versial.  This  bill  was  no  exception.  The  committee  appropriately 
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gave  these  items  the  special  consideration  which  is  inherent  in  our 
democratic  process.  For  example,  military  forces  of  the  United  States 
now  occupy  some  40,000  acres  in  Okinawa.  This  land  was  originally 
occupied  by  conquest.  In  addition,  it  now  requires  12,000  acres  more 
for  a  new  activity  on  the  island .  The  occupancy  of  this  land  and  its 
effect  on  the  indigenous  population  has  a  history  which  began  in  1945. 
Obviously,  the  removal  of  much  of  this  presently  occupied  40,000  acres 
from  the  economy  of  Okinawa,  which  is  principally  agricultural,  had  a 
seriously  adverse  effect.  Permission  was  requested  and  granted  that 
Mr.  Sliuhei  Higa,  Chief  Executive  of  the  Government  of  the  Ryukyu 
Islands,  accompanied  by  other  governmental  officials,  appear  before 
the  committee  and  make  a  presentation  of  their  views  in  connection 
with  the  land  occupancy  and  acquisition.  Mr.  Higa,  and  all  of  those 
accompanying  him,  were  afforded  full  opportunity  to  present  oral 
testimony  to  the  committee,  and,  although  the  committee  did  not 
take  action  in  accordance  with  the  representations  of  the  Okinawans, 
neither  did  it  give  the  Army  (as  agent  of  the  United  States  Government 
for  all  agencies)  the  authority  that  it  desired.  A  subcommittee  of  the  { 
Armed  Services  Committee  will  make  an  on-site  investigation  and 
inspection  of  this  matter  this  fall. 

Another  item  of  a  generally  similar  nature  involved  the  acquisition 
of  over  10,000  acres  within  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge  in 
Oklahoma.  This  land,  the  Army  contended,  was  urgently  required  for 
the  expansion  of  Fort  Sill,  the  Army  artillery  center  and  school. 
Again,  the  committee  granted  local  people,  both  for  and  against  the 
acquisition,  the  opportunity  to  appear.  In  this  instance  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  was  finally  approved. 

A  third  matter,  also  involving  the  acquisition  of  land,  arose  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  establishment  of  a  new  naval  jet  training  base  in 
New  Iberia,  La.  Local  people  opposing  this,  and  others  favoring  the 
establishment  of  the  base  in  this  location,  were  heard  by  the  committee. 
After  extended  testimony  by  all  concerned,  including  representatives 
of  the  Navy  Site  Selection  Board,  itself,  the  committee  permitted  this 
authorization  to  remain  in  the  bill. 

The  Navy’s  proposal  for  the  acquisition  of  a  large  additional  area 
of  land  at  Port  Chicago,  Calif.,  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
committee  by  the  Representative  from  that  area.  It  was  obvious  that 
the  acquisition  of  the  land  would  have  a  serious  effect  on  the  small  | 
towns  within  or  contiguous  to  the  land  to  be  acquired.  Here  the 
committee,  after  taking  testimony,  reviewing  maps,  and  considering 
the  defense  requirements  involved,  struck  this  land  acquisition  item 
from  the  bill  and  will  give  further  study  to  it  through  a  subcommittee 
during  the  coming  recess. 

Lastly,  considerable  doubt  had  arisen  in  the  minds  of  the  members  of 
the  Maryland  delegation  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  proposed  move  of  the 
headquarters  of  the  Air  Research  and  Development  Command  from 
Baltimore  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio.  On 
the  other  hand,  representatives  of  the  Ohio  delegation  considered  it  a 
wise  move.  Both  sides  were  heard,  as  was  the  Commanding  General 
of  Air  Research  and  Development  Command.  After  due  deliberation 
of  the  testimony,  the  committee  decided  that  the  move  proposed  by 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  was  clearly  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Government,  and  that  authorization  remains  in  the  bill. 

The  foregoing  illustrations  seem  to  the  committee  to  be  a  whole¬ 
some  sign  that  the  voice  of  the  people  is  heard  in  the  committee  halls 
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of  Congress.  It  was  not  necessary  to  be  a  Member  of  Congress  or  a 
high  ranking  officer  in  order  to  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  appear 
and  give  testimony.  It  is  entirely  possible  that  some  of  the  witnesses 
whom  the  committee  heard  were  making  their  first  visit  to  Washington. 
It  can  be  said  for  the  military  departments  concerned  in  each  instance 
that  they  cooperated  fully  and  indicated  at  no  time  any  objection  to 
the  hearing  of  all  sides  of  the  question  by  the  committee. 

CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 

While  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  is  not  a  part  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  the  military  authorization  bill  was  used  this  year  as 
an  appropriate  vehicle  for  obtaining  authority  to  construct  a  head¬ 
quarters  for  it.  Testimony  was  taken  in  closed  session  from  the 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  Hon.  Allen  W.  Dulles,  and 
his  assistants.  This  testimony  revealed  that  the  situation  in  which 
that  agency  finds  itself,  being  distributed  as  it  is  today  in  34  different 
)  buildings,  makes  the  need  for  a  single  integrated  facility  obvious. 

FIFTH  ARMY  HEADQUARTERS 

Fifth  Army  Headquarters  is  now  located  in  Chicago,  Ill.  The 
belief  has  been  expressed  by  some  interested  Members  of  Congress 
that  this  headquarters  would  be  more  appropriately  located  at  the 
existing,  but  unused,  Army  facility  at  Fort  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Sec¬ 
retary  Stevens  was  queried  concerning  his  views  in  this  respect,  and, 
while  indicating  that  the  location  of  the  headquarters  in  the  Chicago 
area  was  proper,  assured  the  committee  that  he  would  make  a  prompt 
report  of  the  situation  and  furnish  advice  as  to  his  conclusions  in 
this  respect  in  the  near  future. 

MILITARY  FAMILY  HOUSING 

This  bill  contains  a  proposed  authorization  for  the  construction 
of  17,000  family  housing  units.  It  represents  a  continuation  of  a 
program  initiated  last  year  which  the  committee  hopes  will  result 
within  the  next  4  or  5  years  in  providing  proper  family  accommoda- 
\tions  for  all  of  those  members  of  our  Armed  Forces  who  by  law  are 
/eligible  for  such  housing.  There  is  no  doubt  that  one  of  the  most 
serious  problems  confronting  our  Armed  Forces  is  the  lack  of  family 
housing.  There  is  a  total  gross  requirement  worldwide  for  727,000 
units  of  military  family  housing.  This  total  is  based  on  using  the 
1956  projected  military  personnel  strength  of  almost  2,900,000  and 
applying  to  it  the  percentages  of  married  men  as  developed  from 
service  experience. 

Using  this  same  basis,  the  requirement  within  the  continental 
United  States  is  538,000  units.  To  meet  this  requirement,  the 
military  departments  have  available  to  them  the  following  units: 


Permanent  public  quarters _  32,  600 

Navy  rentals _  17,  000 

Wherry  units _ 78,  800 

Public  Law  765  units _ i _  11,  COO 


Total _  140,  000 


H.  Kept.  865,  84-1 - 3 


18  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS  AND  CIA 

From  the  resulting  deficit  of  398,000  must  be  deducted  the  number 
of  available  privately  owned  dwellings  estimated  to  be  218,000  units. 
Therefore  the  net  deficit  in  the  continental  United  States  is  180,000 
units,  broken  down  into  53,000  for  the  Army,  37,000  for  the  Navy, 
and  90,000  for  the  Air  Force. 

In  addition  to  the  continental  United  States  deficit  of  180,000, 
there  is  a  similar  deficit  of  11,000  in  the  Territories  and  possessions  and 
56,000  in  foreign  countries.  The  total  deficit,  worldwide,  is  therefore 
247,000  units.  v 

In  the  foregoing  calculations  do  not  include  approximately  79,000 
Government-owned  units  of  temporary  construction.  These  were 
originally  designed  for  emergency  wartime  use  and  are  inadequate  in 
many  respects,  including  quality  and  size.  They  should  be  replaced 
with  permanent  structures  as  part  of  the  long-range  program.  These 
79,000  units  include  54,500  in  the  United  States,  6,500  in  Territories 
and  possessions,  and  18,000  in  foreign  countries. 

In  recent  years  the  requirement  has  been  augmented  by  the  rapid 
increase  in  the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces  and  the  increase  in  marriage  I 
rates.  Furthermore,  adequate  provision  has  not  been  made  for  re¬ 
placement  of  deteriorated  houses  of  wartime  construction.  The 
result  is  that  the  military  personnel  who  are  paid  a  monetary  quarters 
allowance  are  forced  to  compete  for  housing  in  a  highly  competitive 
and  inflationary  civilian  housing  market.  Much  of  such  available 
housing  has  been  inferior  and  high  rental  rates  have  been  prevalent. 

This  does  not  mean  that  the  Government  has  been  unmindful  of 
its  obligation  to  meet  this  humane  requirement.  It  has  encouraged 
and  assisted  the  civilian  economy  in  providing  housing  through  such 
statutory  devices  as  the  Wherry  Act  and  other  laws  administered  by 
the  Federal  agencies.  These  programs  have  been  of  substantial  help 
in  alleviating  the  shortage  but  they  have  fallen  far  short  of  meeting 
the  total  needs. 

The  family  housing  situation  has  grown  so  acute  that  it  is  imperative 
that  a  comprehensive  program  be  inaugurated  at  this  time.  Such  a 
program  is  needed  not  only  as  a  significant  morale  factor,  but  also  to 
end  the  costly  practice  of  maintaining  converted  barracks  and  other 
temporary  structures  that  have  long  since  passed  their  period  of  useful 
economic  life.  It  is  also  needed  to  lessen  the  drain  upon  the  Treasury 
through  the  continued  payment  of  quarters  allowances  to  personnel  | 
who  cannot  be  supplied  with  public  quarters.  During  the  past  3  ^ 
fiscal  years  the  amounts  of  quarters  allowances  paid  in  millions  of 
dollars  are  as  follows: 


1952 

1953 

1954 

Army  . .  .  . 

456.  3 

524. 1 

506.8 
393.  3 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps . . 

345.  4 

383.9 

Air  Force. . .  -  . 

331.6 

414.5 

394.1 

Total . -  . 

1, 133.  3 

1, 322. 5 

1,294.2 

The  real  question  at  this  time  is  not  whether  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  should  provide  a  comprehensive  program  for  military  family 
housing,  but  rather  what  is  the  best  method  of  putting  such  a  program 
into  effect.  The  Department  of  Defense  has  considered  various 
methods,  including  deferred  payment  through  annual  appropriations, 
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lease-purchase  contracts,  working  capital  funds  utilizing  unexpended 
balances  of  prior  appropriations,  creation  of  a  military  housing  cor¬ 
poration  with  authority  to  issue  bonds,  and  direct  appropriations.. 

The  simplest  method,  and  the  cheapest  one  in  the  long  run,  involves 
the  providing  of  public  quarters  through  the  traditional  use  of  funds 
directly  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  That  method  avoids  the 
costly  payment  of  quarters  allowances  and  is  therefore  self-liquidating 
within  a  reasonably  short  period  of  time.  It  also  provides  greater 
control  over  the  assignment  of  housing  to  meet  operational  require¬ 
ments.  The  83d  Congress  recognized  this  method  in  Public  Law 
765,  which  provided  a  start  toward  the  solution  of  this  housing 
problem. 

The  conmiittee  strongly  recommends  the  continuation  of  that 
method  land"  accordingly  is  requesting  authorization  in  this  bill  for 
$254!§8iJ,300,  distributed  as  follows: 


Total  (including  overseas) 

Units 

Cost 

Average 

5. 765 
3,088 
8,118 

$84,  055,  000 
56, 185,  300 
110,426,000 

$14,  580 
18, 195 
13,603 

New  construction  total _ _ _ _ . 

16, 971 
3,119 

250, 666, 300 
4, 317, 000 

14,  770 
1,384 

254, 983, 300 

The  total  of  16,971  units  of  new  construction  includes  13,736  within 
the  Zone  of  Interior  at  an  average  cost  of  $13,480  each,  including 
utilities  and  site  preparation  and  3,235  units  at  overseas  locations  at 
an  average  cost  per  unit  of  $20,245  which  represents  an  overseas 
factor  of  1.5. 

The  committee  believes  that  this  method  of  appropriated  fund 
housing  should  be  followed  in  succeeding  years  under  an  orderly  plan 
to  provide  approximately  135,000  units  at  the  rate  of  about  27,000 
per  year. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  military  departments  to  request  appro- 
)  priation  of  $365  million  this  year.  This  sum  includes  the  amount  of 
the  authorization  requested  herein  and  $110,016,700  of  the  $115 
million  unfunded  under  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress.  This  appro¬ 
priation  will  provide  a  total  of  29,224  housing  units  consisting  of 
24,839  new  units,  1,266  trailers,  and  the  rehabilitation  of  3,119  existing 
units. 

SECTION  609— WHERRY  HOUSING  PROJECTS 

Section  609  of  the  bill  would  authorize  the  Secretaries  of  the  Military 
Departments,  upon  application  by  the  mortgagor,  to  accept  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  the  mortgagor’s  title  to,  or  lease  interest  in,  Wherry 
housing  projects  at  those  installations  where  housing  units  are  to  be 
constructed  under  the  authority  of  H.  R.  6829.  This  provision  in 
the  bill  has  been  the  subject  of  some  concern  to  Wherry  housing 
sponsors  throughout  the  country. 

Some  of  this  concern  arises,  the  committee  thinks,  from  a  belief 
that  it  applies  to  all  Wherry  housing  projects,  and  not  only  to  those 
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at.  which  housing  is  authorized  by  this  bill.  Another  part  of  the 
concern  arises  from  a  belief  that  this  places  an  authority  in  the  military 
departments  which  may  prove  disadvantageous  to  Wherry  housing 
project  owners. 

To  the  committee,  this  concern  is  unfounded.  In  the  first  instance, 
a  Wherry  housing  project  cannot  be  acquired  by  a  Military  Depart¬ 
ment  unless  the  owner  thereof  wishes  the  Military  Department  to 
acquire  it.  It  is  entirely  voluntary  on  the  part  of  the  project  owner. 
It  is  safe  to  assume  that  if  the  project  is  a  good  business  proposition, 
insofar  as  the  owner  is  concerned,  he  will  continue  to  operate  it  and 
will  have  no  desire  to  have  it  acquired  by  a  Military  Department. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  project  is  unprofitable,  or  if  the  owner  for 
some  other  reason  wishes  to  rid  himself  of  the  responsibilities  attendant 
upon  ownership,  then  this  section  provides  him  with  a  reasonable 
means  of  transferring  the  project  to  a  Military  Department. 

Project  owners  have  indicated  in  their  correspondence  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  to  its  individual  members,  that  they  felt  that  the  military 
departments  would  be  so  anxious  to  acquire  Wherry  housing  projects 
that  there  would  be  a  tendency  to  be  uncooperative  with  the  project 
owners  with  the  end  result  that  the  vacancy  factor  might  become  so 
large  as  to  make  it  an  unprofitable  business  venture,  and  thereby,  in  a 
sense,  force  the  project  owners  to  ask  that  it  be  acquired  by  the  military 
departments. 

While  there  may  be  individual  instances  where  a  military  com¬ 
mander  might  wish  to  acquire  a  Wherry  housing  project,  it  is  the  view 
of  the  committee  that,  on  the  whole,  the  intent  and  purpose  of  the 
Department  will  be  to  continue  these  projects  in  operation  by  the 
owners  in  exactly  the  same  way  that  obtains  today. 

Briefly  stated  then,  the  acquisition  of  a  project  by  a  military  depart¬ 
ment  must  be  at  the  request  of  the  project  owner  and,  second,  the 
committee  has  no  reason  to  believe  that  there  is  any  purpose  on  the 
part  of  a  military  department  to  engage  in  any  activity  which  would 
force  an  owner  to  ask  a  military  department  to  acquire  his  holdings. 

Representations  have  been  made  to  the  committee  also  that  the 
direct  construction  of  housing  under  this  bill  would  adversely  affect 
existing  Wherry  housing  projects.  There  is  set  out  below,  a  table  on 
which  housing  statistics  are  given  with  respect  to  every  installation  in 
the  bill  at  which  there  is  a  Wherry  housing  project,  and  at  which 
housing  would  be  built  under  H.  R.  6829.  It  will  be  noted  that  the 
last  column  headed  “Unsatisfied  deficit”  indicates  quite  clearly  that 
there  could  be  no  effect  on  Wherry  housing  projects  at  these  installa¬ 
tions.  It  will  be  noted  also  that  in  arriving  at  the  unsatisfied  deficit, 
every  possible  asset,  whether  Government-owned,  Wherry,  or  privately 
owned,  has  been  taken  into  consideration  and  given  due  weight: 
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Analysis  of  family  housing  requirements  at  installations  with  existing  Wherry  projects 


Name  and  location  of 
installation 

Family 

housing 

require¬ 

ments 

Existing 

Wherry 

Existing 

Govern¬ 

ment 

Com¬ 

munity 

support 

Net 

deficit 

H.  R. 
6829 

Unsatis¬ 

fied 

deficit 

ARMY 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md. 

1.442 

796 

73 

200 

373 

36 

337 

Fort  Lee,  Va _ 

1,  297 

300 

8 

493 

496 

150 

346 

Dugway  Proving  Ground, 

Utah _ _  .  _  _ 

495 

400 

30 

0 

65 

16 

49 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va _ 

1,814 

450 

608 

350 

406 

114 

292 

Fort  Devens,  Mass . . . 

2, 182 

202 

111 

594 

1,  275 

400 

875 

Fort  Dix,  N.  .1 .  . . 

2,  841 

800 

35 

985 

1,021 

400 

621 

Fort  Knox,  Ky _ 

3,  815 

1,  700 

422 

600 

1,093 

360 

733 

Fort  Benning,  Ga.  ... 

6,  627 

1,000 

935 

1,232 

3,  460 

150 

3,310 

2,841 

3,149 

225 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C_  _ 

8,  074 

2,000 

243 

2.  500 

3,331 

490 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky _  __ 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala..  _  _ _ 

8,476 

1,  200 

336 

3,390 

3,  550 

401 

964 

140 

49 

400 

375 

150 

Fort  Hood,  Tex...  _ 

7,367 

568 

1,372 

2,963 

2,464 

400 

2,064 

491 

Fort  Rilev,  Kans _ 

2,  932 

400 

298 

1,543 

691 

200 

Fort  Sheridan,  Ill  _ 

414 

100 

121 

40 

153 

100 

53 

Sandia  Base,  N.  Mex .  - 

1,  428 

300 

322 

300 

506 

90 

416 

NAVY 

NAAS,  Whiting  Field,  Fla _ 

699 

96 

158 

165 

290 

24 

266 

NTC,  Great  Lakes,  Ill.-  _ 

Twentynine  Palms,  MCTC, 

3,323 

1,000 

no 

469 

1,744 

288 

1,  456 

Calif _ 

931 

493 

0 

148 

290 

2 

288 

AIR  FORCE 

McGuire  AFB,  N.  J _  _ 

2,238 

200 

10 

895 

1, 133 

270 

863 

Mountain  Home  AFB,  Idaho. 

1,192 

500 

124 

55 

513 

150 

363 

Shaw  AFB,  S.  C . . 

1,  979 

500 

152 

487 

840 

300 

540 

Total _ 

60,530 

13, 145 

5,517 

17, 799 

24,  069 

4,491 

19,  578 

Notes.— Family  housing  requirements  are  estimated  by  use  of  marriage  factors  determined  by  the 
military  services. 

Housing  now  in  existence  and  assured  for  future  availability  is  used  to  reduce  requirements  to  a  current 
net  deficit.  Such  housing  includes  Wherry  completed  and  under  construction;  existing  permanent  Gov¬ 
ernment  quarters  and  rental  housing  plus  quarters  authorized  by  Public  Law  765,  83d  Cong.;  and  adequate 
private  rental  housing  within  15  miles  or  30  minutes  of  the  station  as  based  on  actual  field  reports  except 
when  additional  support  is  credited  by  Department  of  Defense  as  a  precaution  to  avoid  over-programing. 

Housing  requested  in  the  fiscal  year  1956  public  works  bill  is  then  subtracted  from  the  current  net  deficit 
to  indicate  the  requirements  which  will  bo  unsatisfied  if  the  current  request  is  authorized. 


LAND  ACQUISITION 

The  cle^  elopment  of  new  and  more  powerful  weapons,  and  the 
developn  xit  of  jet  aircraft  has  made  some  military  installations 
)  partial!;  obsolete  for  the  purposes  which  they  must  serve.  For 
these,  and  other  similar  reasons,  additional  land  is  required  at  a 
number  of  the  existing  installations,  and  land  also,  of  course,  will  be 
required  for  the  new  ones.  It  is  only  after  the  closest  scrutiny  that 
the  committee  approved  authorizations  for  any  additional  land 
acquisition.  It  might  be  said  also,  that  it  is  only  with  reluctance 
that  the  committee  recommends  these  acquisitions  to  the  House — a 
reluctance,  however,  that  is  tempered  by  the  realization  that  the  land 
is  actually  required  and  that  our  defense  would  seriously  suffer  were 
its  approval  withheld. 

Title  VI  of  Public  Law  155,  82d  Congress,  provides  the  committee 
with  an  additional  opportunity  to  consider  a  land  proposal  by  the 
military  departments  and,  without  clearance  with  the  committee  and 
the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  the  authority  granted  in  a 
public-works  law  cannot  be  exercised  where  the  acquisition  involves 
an  expenditure  in  excess  of  $25,000,  or  otherwise  falls  within  the 
provisions  of  title  VI. 
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In  this  bill,  land  acquisition  authority  would  be  provided  the 
military  departments  to  the  extent  set  out  in  the  following  table: 

Army 

United  States:  55,814  acres  at  a  cost  of  $7,773,000. 

Overseas  (Okinawa) :  52,088  acres  at  a  cost  of  $30,500,000  (including  resettle¬ 
ment)  . 

Navy 

United  States:  54,000  acres  (fee)  and  138,000  acres  (easement),  at  a  cost  of 
$33,444,000.  The  acreage  and  the  money  include  many  items  such  as  rgfopation 
of  utilities,  removal  of  structures,  removai  of  timber,  and  cost  of  timber  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  flight-clearance  program.  These  miscellaneous  items  represent 
approximately  $8,300,000  of  the  total  cost. 

Air  Force 

United  States:  16,800  acres  (fee)  and  23,000  acres  (easement),  at  a  cost  of 
$9,900,000.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  fee  and  easement  acquisitions,  mineral 
rights  will  be  acquired  at  some  72,000  acres  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $332,000, 
Also  mineral  rights  will  be  extinguished  in  some  2%  million  acres  in  Alaska  at 
what  is  roughly  estimated  to  be  a  cost  of  $50,000. 

SECTION  610  (RESCISSIONS) 

In  substance  this  section  will  repeal,  as  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works,  and  all  authorizations  for  appropria¬ 
tions  thereof  that  are  contained  in  acts  approved  prior  to  October  1, 
1951 ,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authorization. 

It  is  expected  that  this  will  result  in  the  repeal  of  construction  au¬ 
thorizations  in  an  amount  approximately  $1,300  million  for  all  three 
military  departments.  There  are  set  out  in  the  hearings  on  H.  R. 
6829  the  specific  installations  affected  by  these  rescissions  which  can 
now  be  identified. 

EFFECT  OF  LAW 

The  committee  wishes  to  emphasize  that  it  considers  a  military 
construction  authorization  law  to  be  comparable  in  virtually  every 
respect  to  other  laws  passed  by  Congress.  More  specifically,- -the 
committee  feels  that  construction  items  recommended  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  reported  by  the  committee  to  the  House,  approved  by  the 
Congress  and  appearing  in  an  act  signed  by  the  President  are  manda¬ 
tory  and  not  merely  permissive. 

To  the  extent  that  funds  have  been  appropriated  against  such  items, 
they  must  be  built  unless  there  is  such  a  change  in  circumstances  in 
the  particular  instance  as  to  make  it  a  wasteful  or  otherwise  improper 
action. 

FISCAL  DATA 

Enactment  into  law  of  this  proposed  legislation  will  involve  the 
expenditure  of  $2,368,998,900  of  Federal  funds. 

DEPARTMENTAL  DATA 

H.  R.  6829  is  part  of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  the  84th  Congress,  as  is  evidenced  by  the  letter  dated 
April  20,  1955,  from  Mr.  Richard  A.  Buddeke,  Director,  Legislative 
Programs,  Department  of  Defense,  which  is  set  out  below  and  made 
a  part  of  this  report. 
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Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Legislative  and  Public  Affairs, 

Washington,  I).  C.,  April  20,  1955. 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval  and  Air  Force  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

This  proposed  legislation  is  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative 
program  for  1955,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  this  legislation  is  in 
accord  with  the  program  of  the  President.  The  Department  of  Defense  recom¬ 
mends  that  it  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

The  proposed  legislation  vrould  authorize  the  construction  of  additional  military 
public  works  that  are  urgently  needed  by  the  military  departments  at  this  time 
and  the  construction  of  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  Appropriations  for  construction  will  be  requested  at  a  future  date. 

Included  in  this  proposal  is  authorization  totaling  $254,983,300  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  approximately  17,000  units  of  family  housing  that  are  urgently 
needed  for  our  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  This  proposal  alsp  re¬ 
quests  an  additional  $75  million  for  family  housing  to  be  acquired  through  the 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  program.  The  housing  units  covered  by  this 
proposal,  together  with  the  housing  authorized  by  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress, 
constitute  the  initial  stage  of  what  is  intended  to  be  a  long-range  housing  program 
which  should  be  a  major  factor  in  raising  the  morale  of  our  military  personnel. 
Moreover,  the  cost  of  providing  such  family  housing  will  be  more  than  offset  in  the 
future  by  savings  in  appropriations  for  quarters  allowances. 

This  proposal  ivould  also  repeal  the  authorizations  for  all  military  public  works, 
with  certain  exceptions,  that  are  contained  in  laws  enacted  prior  to  October  1,  1951. 
Such  a  repeal  would  eliminate  those  projects  which  are  no  longer  deemed  to  be  of 
sufficient  importance  to  be  retained  in  the  military  construction  program  and 
place  that  program  on  a  more  current  basis.  It  will  be  a  significant  step  in  the 
development  of  a  realistic  military  construction  program  and  enable  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  to  clarify  its  presentations  of  that  program  to  the  Congress. 
A  report  to  the  Congress  pursuant  to  section  408  (b)  of  Public  Law  564,  81st 
Congress,  as  to  those  construction  projects  which  have  been  authorized  by  the 
Congress  but  which  have  not  been  financed  is  being  submitted  separately. 

COST  AND  BUDGET  DATA 

The  total  cost  of  the  construction,  exclusive  of  the  construction  of  family 
housing  totaling  $75  million  through  the  surplus  agricultural  commodities  pro¬ 
gram,  that  is  to  be  authorized  by  this  proposal  is  $2,354,352,300.  Of  that  amount 
$543,365,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Army,  $581,197,300  is  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy,  $1,173,790,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  and 
$56  million  is  for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency.  Increases  in  estimates  for 
construction  work  previously  authorized  will  call  for  additional  appropriations 
totaling  $91,051,000,  including  $75  million  for  family  housing  to  be  acquired 
through  the  surplus  agricultural  commodities  program. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Richard  A.  Buddeke, 
Director,  Legislative  Programs. 
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Summary  of  Military  Public  Works  bill,  fiscal  year  1956 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alabama _  $16,  453,  000 


Army: 

Fort  McClellan  (housing,  $1,999,000) _  2,  611,  000 

Camp  Rucker _  2,  070,  000 

Redstone  Arsenal _  2,  865,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Barin  Field _  151,  000 

Air  Force: 

Brookley  AFB,  Mobile _  4,  170,  000 

Craig  AFB,  Selma _  1,  650,  000 

Gunter  AFB,  Montgomery _  275,  000 

Maxwell  AFB,  Montgomery _  2,  661,  000 


Arizona _  17,  869,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Huachuca  (housing,  $3,320,000) _  4,  648,  000 

Yuma  Test  Station  (housing) _  709,  000 

Air  Force: 

Davis-Monthan  AFB,  Tucson _  7,  803,  000 

Luke  AFB,  Phoenix _  1,  557,  000 

Williams  AFB,  Chandler _  1,  045,  000 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma _  2,  107,  000 


Arkansas _  6,  293,  000 


Army:  Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical 

Depot) _  3,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Shumaker _  765,  000 

Air  Force: 

Blytheville  AFB,  Blytheville _  208,  000 

Little  Rock  AFB,  Little  Rock  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  5,  317,  000 


California _  120,  316,  600 


Army : 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  San  Francisco  Bay _  12,  860,  000 

Oakland  Army  Base _  1,  923,  000 

Presidio  of  Monterey _  1,  878,  000 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station  (housing,  $803,000) _  1,  298,  000 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot  (housing,  $158,000) _  715,  000 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot _  1,  075,  000 

Sharpe  General  Depot  (housing,  $245,000) _  337,  000 

Fort  Ord _  1,  407,  000 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco _  144,  000 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks.  _  184,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda _  3,  729,  000 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow _  501,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Brown  Field  (housing) _  214,  600 

Naval  Hospital,  Corona  (housing) _  256,  800 

Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Coronado _  1,  402,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro _ ; _  366,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro _  2,  492,  000 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Fallbrook _  514,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern _  375,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo _  4,  553,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar _  4,  370,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field _ _  2,  581,  000 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave  (housing, 

$2,177,400) _  2,305,400 

Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey _ _  119,  000 

Naval  Supply  Center,  Oakland _ ' _  62,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton _  648,  000 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu _  926,  000 
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Summary  of  Military  Public  Works  bill,  fiscal  year  1956 — Continuer! 
continental  tjnited  states — continued 

California — Continued 
Navy — Continued 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago _  $241,  000 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme. _  1,  225,  000 

Fleet  Sonar  School,  San  Diego _  2,  753,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  San  Diego _  2,  748,  000 

Naval  Electronics  Laboratory,  San  Diego _  143,  000 

Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego _  629,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  San  Francisco _  4,  369,  000 

Naval  Station,  San  Diego _  57,  000 

Naval  Station,  Treasure  Island _  3,  147,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego _  120,  000 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentvnine  Palms  (hous¬ 
ing) _  47,  300 

Naval  Ammunition  and  Net  Depot,  Seal  Beach _  1,  029,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern _  2,  615,  000 

Air  Force: 

Beale  AFB,  Marysville  (housing,  $1,525,000) _  2,  125,  500 

Castle  AFB,  Merced _  4,  453,  000 

Edwards  AFB,  Muroc _ _  12,  429,  000 

,  George  AFB,  Victorville _  1,  598,  000 

Hamilton  AFB,  San  Rafael _  1,  501,  000 

March  AFB,  Riverside _  3,  741,  000 

Mather  AFB,  Sacramento _  1,  516,  000 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento _  9,  522,  000 

Norton  AFB,  San  Bernardino _  3,  205,  000 

Oxnard  AFB,  Oxnard _  2,  445,  000 

Travis  AFB,  Fairfield _  2,  125.  000 


Colorado _  13,  128,  000 


Army : 

Fort  Carson _  7,  487,  000 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot _  _  1,  843,  000 

Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal _  773,  000 

Air  Force: 

Lowry  AFB,  Denver _  1,  217,  000 

Ent  AFB,  Colorado  Springs  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  1,  808,  000 


Connecticut _ _ _  23,  196,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London _  755,  000 

Naval  Underwater  Sound  Laboratory,  New  London 

(housing) _  66,  600 

Air  Force:  Hartford  Research  Facility _  22,  375,  000 


Delaware _  7,  577,  000 


Air  Force: 

Dover  AFB,  Dover  (housing,  $4,752,000) _  7,  073,  000 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington _  504,  000 


Florida _ _ _  63,119,100 


Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field _  7,  400,  000 

Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County _  1,  087,  000 

Naval  Station,  Green  Cove  Springs _  72,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville _  2,  224,r0QO 

Naval  Fuel  Depot,  Jacksonville  (housing) _  15,  200 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West _ _  211,  000 

Naval  Hospital,  Jacksonville _  46,  000 
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Summary  of  Military  Public  IForlcs  bill,  fiscal  year  1956 — Continued 

continental  united  states — continued 

Florida — Continued 
Navy — Continued 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Miami _  $1,  223,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Mayport  (housing, 

$74,000) _ _ _  812,000 

Naval  Mine  Countermeasures  Station,  Panama  City _  3, '379,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola _  3,  453,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Sanford  (housing) _  188,  900 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Field,  Whiting  Field  (housing) _  385,  000 

Air  Force: 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Fort  Myers  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _  11,577,000 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle _  1,  000 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso _  7,  966,  000 

Homestead  AFB,  Homestead  (housing,  $1,134,000) _  4,  428,  000 

MacDill  AFB,  Tampa _  5,  251,  000 

Palm  Beach  AFB,  Palm  Beach _ _  818,  000 

Patrick  AFB,  Cocoa.  * _ _  7,  600,  000 

Pinecastle  AFB,  Orlando _  4,  118,  000 

Tyndall  AFB,  Panama  City _ _  478,  000 


Georgia _ _ _  36,861,000 


Army: 

Camp  Stewart _  967,  000 

Fort  Benning  (housing,  $1,979,000) _  10,  392,  000 

Camp  Gordon _  261,  000 

Atlanta  General  Depot _  84,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany _  3,  157,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Plant,  Macon _  3,  800,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco _ : _  1,  886,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dobbins  AFB,  Marietta _  758,  000 

Hunter  AFB,  Savannah _  4,  115,  000 

Moody  AFB,  Valdosta  (housing,  $2,295,000) _  4,  322,  000 

Robins  AFB,  Macon _  3,  375,  000 

Turner  AFB,  Albany _  3,  744,  000 


Idaho -  5,  961,  000 


Air  Force:  Mountain  Home  AFB,  Mountain  Home  (housing, 

$2,025,000) _ _  5,961,000 


Illinois -  14,120,800 


Army: 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot _ :  342,  000 

Decatur  Signal  Depot _  303,  000 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot  (housing) _  1,  822,  000 

Rock  Island  Arsenal _  347,  000 

Fort  Sheridan  (housing) _  1,  268,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Hospital,  Great  Lakes _  750,  000 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes _  '  8,  038,  800 

Air  Force: 

Chanute  AFB,  Rantoul _  3,  000 

Scott  AFB,  Belleville _ _ _  1,  247,  000 


Indiana - -  559,000 


Air  Force:  Bunker  Hill  AFB,  Peru _  559,  000 
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Iowa _ _ _ _ _ _ _  $343,  000 


Air  Force:  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City _  343,  000 


Kansas... _ _ _ _  30,983,500 


Army: 

Fort  Leavenworth _  8,  615,  000 

Fort  Riley  (housing,  $2,649,000) _  8,  657,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Air  Station,  Hutchinson _ _  81,000 

Air  Force: 

Forbes  AFB.  Topeka _  4,  753,  000 

McConnell  AFB,  Wichita _  104,  000 

Smoky  Hill  AFB,  Salina  (housing,  $3,442,500) _  8,  773,500 


Kentucky _  25,  591,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Knox  (housing,  $4,837,000). _ _  8,  990,  000 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot _  509,  000 

Lexington  Signal  Depot  (housing,  $169,000) _  538,  000 

Fort  Campbell  (housing,  $5,427,000) _  12,  377,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Ordnance  Plant,  Louisville _  927,  000 

Air  Force:  Campbell  AFB,  Hopkinsville _  1,  975,  000 


Louisiana _  36,  937,  000 


Army:  New  Orleans  Army  Base _  117,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  southern  Louisiana _  24,  361,  000 

Air  Force: 

Alexandria  AFB,  Alexandria _  2,  684,  000 

Barksdale  AFB,  Shreveport _  7,  379,  000 

Lake  Charles  AFB,  Lake  Charles _  2,  396,  000 


Maine _ _ _  19,953,000 


Navy:  Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick _  3,  200,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dow  AFB,  Bangor _ _ _  11,  155,  000 

Loring  AFB,  Limestone _  2,  930,  000 

Presque  Isle  AFB,  Presque  Isle  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  2,  056,  000 

Searsport  AF  Tank  Farm,  Searsport _  133,  000 


Maryland _  64,  394,  000 


Army: 

Fort  George  G.  Meade _  923,  000 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground  (housing,  $457,000) -  1,  736,  000 

Army  Chemical  Center _  1,  248,  000 

Army  Map  Service _  62,  000 

Fort  Holabird _  612,  000 

Camp  Detrick _  452,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Test  Center,  Patuxent  River _  8,  677,  000 

Naval  Photographic  Interpretation  Center,  Suitland _  2,  345,  000 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock _  14,  302,  000 

Naval  Research  Laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 

Randle  Cliff _  52,  000 

National  Naval  Medical  Center,  Bethesda _  350,  000 

Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head _  780,  000 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis _  11,  467,  000 

Naval  Station,  Annapolis _  307,  000 

Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head _  1,  107,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  White  Oak _  1,  976,  000 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Annapolis  area _ _ _  16,  900,  000 

Air  Force:  Andrews  AFB,  Camp  Springs _  1,  098,  000 
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Massachusetts  .  _  _ _ _ $33,675,  800 


Army:  Fort  Devens  (housing,  $5,381,000) _  7,  275,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  South  Weymouth _ _  270,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Boston _  8,  441,  000 

Naval  Hospital,  Chelsea  (housing) _  192,  800 

Air  Force: 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford  (housing,  $810,000).-  3,  705,  000 

Otis  AFB,  Falmouth  (housing;,  $4,050,000) _  6,  076,  000 

Westover  AFB,  Chicopee  Falls _  7,  716,  000 


Michigan _ _  16,  035,  000 


Army:  Camp  Lucas _  145,  000 

Air  Force:  . 

Kinross  AFB,  Sault  Sainte  Marie  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  2,  029,  000 

K.  I.  Sawver  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette  (housing, 

$2,700,000) _  3,943,000 

Selfridge  AFB,  Mount  Clemens _  5,  526,  000 

Traverse  City  area _  1,  881,  000 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Oscoda  (housing,  $675,000) _ _ _  2,  511,000 


Minnesota _ . _  2,  623,  000 


Air  Force: 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth _  1,  206,  000 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport _  1,  423,  000 


Mississippi _ _  7,  29l,  000 


Air  Force: 

Columbus  AFB,  Columbus  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  6,  629,  000 

Greenville  AFB,  Greenville _  349,  000 

Hqs  Technical  Training  Air  Force,  Gulfport _  313,. 000 


Missouri _  13,  909,  000 


Air  Force: 

Grandview  AFB,  Kansas  City  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  3,  402,  000 

Sedalia  AFB,  Knobnoster  (housing,  $5,400,000) _  9,  646,  000 

St.  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center,  St. 

Louis _  861,  000 


Montana - - -  10,141,001 


Air  Force: 

Glasgow  Site  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  4,  706,  000 

Great  Falls  AFB,  Great  Falls _  5,  435,  000 


Nebraska _ _  _  _  ^ _  6,  723,  000 


Air  Force:  :• 

Lincoln  AFB,  Lincoln _  6,  595,  000 

Offutt  AFB,  Omaha _  .  128,  000 


New  Hampshire _  26,  426,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  Retraining  Command,  Portsmouth _  ;  42,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Portsmouth _  .  946,  000 

Air  Force: 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 

Washington _ _  588,  000 

Portsmouth  AFB,  Portsmouth  (housing,  $13,500,000) _  24,  850,  000 


rr^r 
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New  Jersey - - $31,  684,  000 


Army : 

Fort  Dix  (housing,  $5,495,000) _ _  6,  698,  000 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot _  174,  000 

Fort  Monmouth _  615,  000 

Navy: 

Navy  Air  Station,  Atlantic  City _  233,  000 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Earle _  __  59,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst _  16,  311,  000 

Air  Force:  McGuire  AFB,  Wrightstown  (housing,  $3,645,000).  5,  564,  000 


New  Mexico.. _  16,  809,  500 


Army: 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot _  632,  000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground _  1,  247,  000 

Air  Force: 

Clovis  AFB,  Clovis  (housing,  $2,524,500) _  2,  570,  500 

Holloman  AFB,  Alamogordo _  4,  965,  000 

Kirtland  AFB,  Albuquerque _  905,  000 

Walker  AFB,  Roswell _  5,  259,  000 

Sandia  Base  (housing) _  1,  231,  000 


Nevada _ _  8,  492,  200 


Navy: 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon  (housing,  $131,700)..  1,  172,  700 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Hawthorne _  1,  424,  000 

Air  Force: 

Indian  Springs  AFB  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  No.  1),  Clark 

(housing,  $337,500) _  555,  500 

Nellis  AFB,  Las  Vegas _  1,  153,  000 ■- 

Stead  AFB,  Reno  (housing,  $2,700,000) _  4,  187,  000 


New  York _  46,  799,  000 


Army : 

U.  S.  Military  Academy _  756,  000 

Fort  Totten _ _ _  170,  000 

Fort  Niagara _  209,  000 

Fort  Jay _ _ _  731,  000 

Brooklyn  Army  Base _ _ _  1,  055,  000 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot _  129,  000 

Air  Force: 

Griffiss  AFB,  Rome  (housing,  $2,403,000) _  15,  803,  000 

Mitchel  AFB,  Hempstead _  1,  891,  000 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport _  1,  748,  000 

Plattsburg  AFB,  Plattsburg  (housing,  $12,825,000) _  21,988,000 

Stewart  AFB,  Newburgh _  112,000 

Suffolk  County  AFB,  Westhampton  (housing,  $675,000)..  2,  207,  000 


North  Carolina _ a _  33,  097,  500 


Army:  Fort  Bragg  (housing,  $6,531,000) _ _ _  15,659,000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point _  1,  762,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River _  2,  762,  000 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Weeksville _  342,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune _  1,  059,  000 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Edenton  (housing).  1,  421,  500 
Air  Force: 

Pope  AFB,  Fort  Bragg _  2,  548,  000 

Seymour  Johnson  AFB,  Goldsboro _  7,  429,  000 
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North  Dakota _  $11,  161,  000 


Air  Force: 

Grand  Forks  Site  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  5,  822,  000 

Minot  Site _ _  5,  339,  000 


Ohio _  31,  973,  000 


Army: 

Marion  Engineer  Depot _  1,  146,  000 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot _  400,  000 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot _ : _ _  1,  933,  000 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot _  875,  000 

Air  Force: 

Lockbourne  AFB,  Columbus _  8,  571,  000 

Wilkins  AFB,  Station,  Shelby _  305,  000 

Wright-Patterson  AFB,  Dayton _  18,  001,  000 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown _ _  742,000 


Oklahoma _ , _  24,  057,  500^ 


Army:  Fort  Sill _  3,  053,  000 

Air  Force: 

Altus  AFB,  Altus  (housing,  $2,025,000) _  2,  920,  000 

Ardmore  AFB,  Ardmore  (housing,  $5,400,000) _  6,  800,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  AFB,  Clinton  (housing,  $2,632,500) _  10,  208,  500 

Tinker  AFB,  Oklahoma  City _  205,  000 

Vance  AFB,  Enid _ _ _  871,  000 


Oregon _ _  2,  134,  000 


Navy:  Naval  Station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria _  92,000 

Air  Force:  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls 

(housing,  $999,000) _  2,  042,  000 


Pennsylvania 


25,  622,  000 


Army : 

Frankford  Arsenal _ 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot _ 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot  (housing) _ 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Clothing  Depot,  Annex  No.  3,  Philadelphia, 

Naval  Hospital,  Philadelphia _ 

Naval  Receiving  Station,  Philadelphia _ 

Air  Force! 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis _ 

Olmstead  AFB,  Middletown _ 


855,  000 
649,  000 
568,  000 


30,  000 
60,  000. 
1,  428,  00C| 


404,  000 
21,  264,  000 


Rhode  Island 


9,  937,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Davisville _  5,  397,  000 

Naval  Station,  Newport _  1,  583,  000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Newport _  1,  041,  000 

Naval  Underwater  Ordnance  Station,  Newport . .  370,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point _  1,  062,  000 


I 


I 
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South  Carolina _  $41,  682,  000 


Army: 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot _ _ __  329,000 

Camp  Jackson _ _ _ ... _ _ _ _ _  8,  000,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort _  4,  649,  000 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Charleston..,, _  193,000 

Naval  Minecraft  Base,  Charleston. _ _ _  5,  800,  000 

Naval  Industrial  Reserve  Shipyard,  Charleston _  427,  000 

Naval  Receiving  Station,  Charleston _ __ _ _ ; _  553,000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island _ ..... _ _  1,  654,  000 

Air  Force: 

Charleston  AFB,  Charleston.. _ _ _ _ _ _ _  4,  032,000 

Donaldson  AFB,  Greenville _  2,  403,  000 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach _  6,  303,  000 

Shaw  AFB,  Sumter  (housing,  $4,050,000').. _ ________  7,035,000 


South  Dakota.. _ _ _ _ :-_l _ 11,  246,  000 


Army:  Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot  (housing) ..... _ _ _ _  78,  000 

Air  Force:  Ellsworth  AFB,  Rapid  City _ _  11,  168,  000 


Tennessee., _  5,029,000 


Army:  Memphis  General  Depot  (housing) _  99,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Air  Station,  Memphis _  759,  000 

Air  Force: 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville _  582,  000 

Sewart  AFB,  Smyrna _ _  _  _ _  3,  589,  000 


Texas...... _  72,888,100 


Army: 

Fort  Hood  (housing,  $5,381,000) _ : _  12,  922,  000 

Fort  Sam  Houston _  805,  000 

Fort  Bliss _  4,  645,  000 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center _ _  549,  000 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital _  586,  000 

Red  River  Arsenal _ _ _  140,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Alice-Orange  Grove,  area.  1,  487,  000 
Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field  (housing, 

$540,500) _  1,  953,  500 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi _  664,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield _  1,  111,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville _  3,  686,  000 

Naval  Station,  Orange _  399,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Port  Isabel _  5,  544,  000 

Naval  Hospital,  Corpus  Christi _  162,  100 

Air  Force: 

Abilene  AFB,  Abilene _ _ _ _  4,  214,  000 

Amarillo  AFB,  Amarillo _ _  98,  000 

Bergstrom  AFB,  Austin _  1,  770,  000 

Biggs  AFB,  El  Paso _  2,  427,  000 

Brooks  AFB,  San  Antonio _  590,  000 

Bryan  AFB,  Bryan _  914,  000 

Carswell  AFB,  Forth  Worth _  2,  322,  000 

Ellington  AFB,  Houston _  2,  816,  000 

Foster  AFB,  Victoria  (housing,  $4,050,000) _  4,  624,  000 

Goodfellow  AFB,  San  Angelo _  4,  081,  000 

Gray  AFB,  Kileen _ ....  482,  000 

Harlingen  AFB,  Harlingen _ ...  446,  000 

James  Connally  AFB,  Waco _ _ _  883.  000 
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Kelly  AFB,  San  Antonio _  SI,  945,  000 

Laredo  AFB,  Laredo  (housing,  $1,147,500) _  1,  525,  500 

Laughlin  AFB,  Del  Rio  (housing,  $2,700,000) -  3,  695,  000 

Perrin  AFB,  Sherman _ * -  956,  000 

Randolph  AFB,  San  Antonio _  549,  000 

Reese  AFB,  Lubbock _  1,  076,  000 

Sheppard  AFB,  Wichita  Falls _  80,  000 

Webb  AFB,  Big  Spring  (housing,  $2,295,000) -  2,  410,  000 

Wolters  AFB,  Mineral  Wells _  331,  000 


Utah _  3,  607,  000 


Army: 

Dugway  Proving  Ground  (housing,  $232,000) -  1,  129,  000 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot _  92,  000 

Air  Force:  Hill  AFB,  Ogden _  2,  386,  000 


Vermont _  213,  000 


Air  Force:  Ethan  Allen  AFB,  Winooski -  213,  000 


Virginia _  63,  950,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Eustis _  6,597,000 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station _  695,  000 

(  Fort  Lee  (housing,  $2,056,000) _  8,  589,  000 

Fort  Story _  41,  000 

Fort  Belvoir  (housing,  $1,445,000) _  4,  608,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Aviation  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Chineoteague -  644, ,000 

<  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chineoteague _  2,  858,  000 

Fleet  Air  Defense  Training  Center,  Dam  Neck _  1,  942,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk _  5,  260,  000 

i  Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana _  5,  281,  000 

Naval  Base,  Norfolk _  9,  972,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk _  308,  000 

Naval  Supply  Center,  Norfolk _  777,  000 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk _  2,  510,  000 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Northwest _  436,  000 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  St.  Juliens  Creek _  420,  000 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico _  9,  357,  000 

Naval  Mine  Depot,  Yorktown _  113,  000 

Air  Force:  Langley  AFB,  Hampton _ ■_  3,  384,  000 


Washington _ _  33,  459,  000 


Army: 

Madigan  Army  Hospital _ _  333,  000 

Camp  Hanford _  167,  000 

Fort  Lewis  (housing,  $5,381,000) _ - _  15,  275,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton _  200,  000 

Naval  Torpedo  Station,  Iveyport _  376,  000 

Naval  Station,  Tacoma _  3,  024,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island  _  _  _  _  1,  958,  000 

Air  Force: 

Fairchild  AFB,  Spokane _  1,  707, ‘000 

Larson  AFB,  Moses  Lake _  3,  574,  000 

McChord  4FB,  Tacoma  (housing,  $2,025,000) _  2,959,000 

Paine,  AFB,  Everett _  1,  039,  000 

Geiger  Held,  Spokane  (housing,  $270,000) _  1,  716,  000 
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Wisconsin - $17,871,000 


Air  Force: 

Greater  Milwaukee  Area  (housing,  $1,620,000) _  ...  16,  608,  000 

Truax  Field,  Madison _  l,  263,  000 


Wyoming -  1,  403,  000 


Air  Force:  Francis  E.  Warren  AFB,  Cheyenne _  1,  403,  000 


District  of  Columbia _  8,  696,  000 


Army:  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center _  7,  632,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Research  Laboratory _  163,000 

Navy  Department  (housing) _  81,  000 

Air  Force:  Bolling  AFB _  52o|  000 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense:  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  housing.  300,’  000 


)  Various  locations  (Zone  of  Interior) _  157,  749,  000 


Army  (housing,  $10,796,000) -  13,810,000 

Navy -  38,149,000 

Air  Force -  120,939,000 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alaska -  $58,  695,  100 


Army: 

Big  Delta  (housing,  $2,368,000) _  3,  638  000 

Eielson  AFB -  1,047,000 

Fort  Richardson -  9,  079,  000 

Ladd  AFB -  266,  000 

Whittier -  1,  183,  000 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) _  469,  000 

Various  locations  (rehabilitation  of  family  housing) _  1,  656.  000 

Navy : 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak  (housing, 

$2,485,000) -  2,924,000 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Kodiak  (housing, 

$2,613,000) - -  9,604,100 

Air  Force: 

Eielson  AFB -  1,  307,  000 

Elmendorf  AFB -  23,  275,  000 

Galena  Airfield _  518,  000 

Kenai  Airfield _  356’  000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _  1,  510,  000 

Naknek  Airfield -  1,  863,  000 


British  West  Indies _  91(  000 


Navy:  Naval  Station,  Bermuda _  91(  000 


Canal  Zone -  5,  582,  000 


Army:  Fort  Clayton,  C.  Z.  (housing) _  2,  350,  000 

Navy:  Fifteenth  Naval  District  (housing,  $540,000) _  3,  069,  000 

Air  Force:  Albrook  Air  Force  Base _  163,  000 


(  ut  a -  4,  351,  300 


Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay  (housing,  $492,300).  2,  977,  300 

Naval  Base,  Guantanamo  Bay _  '  56,’  000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Guantanamo  Bay _ „ _  1,  318,  000 


34  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS  AND  CIA 


Summary  of  Military  Public  Works  bill,  fiscal  year  1956 — Continued 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES - continued 

French  Morocco _  807,  100 

Navy:  A. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Port  Lvautey  (housing,  $1,891,500).-  1,  958,  500 

Naval  Communication  Facility,  Port  Lyautey  (housing, 

$2,109,000) - - -  2,  848,  000 

Hawaii _ 13,890,600 

Schofield  Barracks - - . -  8,  162,  000 

Waiawa  (Waipo)  Radio  Transmitting  Station  (housing, 

$287,000) -  - -  ^,000 

Helemano  (housing) - - - - -  ,  ■ '  714>  000 

Navy: 

Fleet  Training  Center,  Pearl  Harbor - ....  44,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay  (housing, 

$1,192,600) - - - -  8,227,000 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu - - - *> 

Naval  Supply  Center,  Pearl  Harbor -  ^70,  000  ▼ 

Air  Force:  Hickam  AFB,  Honolulu - - 4,  ?78,  000 

Iceland _ _ _ -  -  - - -  - - - - -  3’  793’  000 

Army:  Iveflavik  Airport  (housing,  $3,502,000) - - -  3,  793,  000 

Italy.... _ _ — - —  155,  000 

Navy:  Naples _ _ _  155,  000 

Japan _ _ _ —  — - - - 12,  182,  300 

Navy: 

Fleet  Activities,  Sasebo -  57,  090 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Iwakuni -  975,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi  (housing,  $1,514,800) -  1,  978,  800 

Naval  Ordnance  Facility,  Sasebo -  66,  000 

Naval  Radio  Facility,  Kami-Seya  (housing,  $2,439,700) . .  2,  564,  700 

Fleet  Activities,  Yokosuka  (housing)  - -  6,  540,  800 

Johnston  Island -  182,  000 

Air  Force:  Johnston  Island  AFB__ - 182,  000^ 

Mariana  Islands _ _ _ .....  14,  996,  00(^ 

NaV(iuam _ —  _ _  _  940,000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam - - - - ,  6,  525,  000 

Naval  Base,  Guam -  1.  835,  000 

Naval  Hospital,  Guam - - - ----- -  269,  000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Guam - - -  5,  427,  000 

Marshall  Islands _  411,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Station,  Ivwajalein - - -  —  ..  4,411,000 

Midway  Islands _  C  821,  000 

Ajavv  _ __ _ _ ) _ _  1,  518,  000 

Air  Force _  803,  000 


! 
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Newfoundland _ 

Navy:  Naval  Station,  Argentia  (housing,  $7,515,800) _ 

Okinawa _ 

Army:  Okinawa  (housing,  $2,300,000) _ 

Philippine  Islands _ 

Army:  Camp  O’Donnel _ 

N  avy : 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Cubi  Point _ 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay _ 

Naval  Communication  Facility  (housing,  $5,852~500)___ 

Naval  Station,  Sanglev  Point  (housing) _ 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay  (housing) _ 

Puerto  Rico _ 

Navy:  Naval  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads _ 

Air  Force:  Ramey  AFB _ 

Wake  Island _ 

Air  Force _ 

Various  locations  (overseas) _ 

Air  Force  (housing,  $1,643,000) _ 

Various  locations  (emergency)., _ 

Army _ 

Navy _ 

Air  Force _ 

Classified  locations _ 


$8,  589,  800 


8,  589,  800 


43,  983,  000 


43,  983,  000 


32,  930,  100 


832,  000 

8,  260,  000 

7,  739,  000 

8,  061,  500 
522,  900 

7,  514,  700 


5,  870,  000 


3,  721,  000 
2,  149,  000 


2,  991,  000 


2,  991,  000 


411,  378,  000 


411,  378,  000 


21,  000,  000 


10,  000,  000 
6,  000,  000 
5,  000,  000 


381,  134,  000 


229,  792,  000 
151,  342,  400 


Army 

Navy 
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84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  238 

H.  R.  6829 

[Report  No.  865] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  15, 1955 

Mr.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

'  mittee  on  Armed  Services 

June  20, 1955 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 

5  establish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 

6  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  instal- 

7  lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of 

8  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap- 

9  purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 

I 


2 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


14 


15 


16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 


Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family 
housing,  $78,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Bed  Biver  Arsenal,  Texas:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama:  Besearch  and  development 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 

Bock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $347,000. 


Bossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $400,000. 

^  Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
25  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 
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Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  sup¬ 
porting  facility,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
$84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
medical  facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Family  housing, 
$99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family 


housing,  $337,000. 
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(Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland :  Troop  housing,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,129,000. 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  De¬ 
pot) ,  Arkansas:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000 

Pocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,648,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  JSTew  Jersey:  Community  facilities, 
$615,000. 
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Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing, 
maintenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California :  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and 
utilities,  $1,146,000. 

( Transportation  Corps ) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina: 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia :  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility, 
$117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Dredg¬ 
ing  and  land  acquisition,  $12,860,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  Hospital  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
and  training  facilities,  $7,632,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Dcvens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 
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Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities, 
training  and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 
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Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $261,000. 

Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical  facilities, 

$8,000,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama:  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,611,000. 

Camp  Fucker,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  and  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $805,000. 
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Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Family  housing,  $1,268,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington :  Troop  housing  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,000. 

H.  K.  6829 - 2 
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Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop  housing  and 
training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,014,000. 

( Tactical  Installations ) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 

( Rehabilitation ) 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $2,661,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,638,000. 
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Eielson  Air  Force  Base :  Maintenance  and  storage 
facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Kichardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  :  Troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical 
facilities,  operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $43,983,000,  of  which  sum  the  total  amount 
available  for  resettlement  may  be  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities, $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and  community 


facilities,  $3,162,000. 
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Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii : 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone:  Family  bousing,  $2,350,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  bousing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  bousing,  $5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facili¬ 
ties”  (Second  Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


13 


“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  research  and  development  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $11,411,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 
$9,411,000.” 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 
Facilities”  (Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
follows : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $731,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$2,731,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “(Signal 
Corps)  ”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:” 
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and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland :  ” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect 
of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and 
replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Drydock  facilities,  $200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland:  Be- 
search  and  development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina  :  Site 
preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 
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Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  of 
wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  helicopter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Utilities, 
and  drydock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities, 
$629,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,- 
000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  Utilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,583,000.  •  r  j/" 
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Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
pavements,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities, 
$399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,024,000. 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational 
aids,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and 
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equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities, 

$81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
storage  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities, 

$759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  navigational  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security 
facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisiton,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi- 
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cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $24,361,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Whiting  Field,  Florida: 
Family  housing,  $385,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California: 
Family  housing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  commimity  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  cov¬ 
ered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person- 
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nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  community  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $1,172,700. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  communication  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
security  facilities,  $812,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California :  Storage  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilites,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipe¬ 
line  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition,  $5,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
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storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,- 
000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family 
housing,  $188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County, 
Florida :  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,087,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Airfield  pavements,  communications  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North 
Carolina:  Eamily  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers 
Field,  Annapolis  Area,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
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facilities,  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  and  station  maintenance 
facilities,  communication  facilities,  cold  storage  facilities, 
training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
petroleum  storage  facilities,  site  preparation,  and  land 
acquisition,  $16,900,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts: 
Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 

Naval  photographic  interpretation  center,  Suitland, 
Maryland :  Operational  and  photographic  preservation  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,345,000. 
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Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  re¬ 
moval,  for  flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage 
facilities,  warehouse  freight  elevators,  and  (at  Cheatham 
Annex)  highway  crossing  and  land  acquisition,  $777,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and 
easement,  $62,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,- 
059,000. 
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Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Util¬ 
ities,  $648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and 
personnel  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,357,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Family  housing,  $47,300. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrig¬ 
erated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Eallbrook,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  and  ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barri¬ 
caded  sidings,  and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,107,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport,  Washington:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance 
drawings  storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia :  Ordnance  manu¬ 
facturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia  : 
Utilities,  $420,000. 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Bar¬ 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $1,976,000. 
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1  Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition 

2  storage  and  testing  facilities,  $113,000. 

3  SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

4  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities,  cadet 

5  liousing,  and  fill  in  Dewey  and  Santee  Basins  in  Severn 

6  River,  $11,467,000. 

7  Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities, 

8  $307,000. 

9  Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 

10  Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

11  Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California  :  Personnel 

12  facilities,  $1,402,000. 

13  Pleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia: 

14  Training  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

15  Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 

16  facilities,  family  housing,  and  personnel  facilities,  $8,038,800. 

17  Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Person- 

18  nel  facilities,  $780,000. 

19  Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Per- 

20  sonnel  facilities,  $1 19,000. 

21  Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 

22  Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

23  Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp- 

24  shire :  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 
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Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  $2,753,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland: 
Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Li¬ 
brary,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 
$192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and 
conversion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Family  housing, 
$162,100. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall, 
$46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medi¬ 
cal  research  facilities/ $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities, 
$60,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communi¬ 


cation  facilities,  $436,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 
Randle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $52,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Rhode 
’Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

$5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme. 

California:  Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water 
pollution,  including  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$57,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative 

facilities,  $1,835,000. 
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Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  housing, 
$6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork, 
personnel  facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance  facil¬ 
ities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 


$975,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,- 
518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000. 

Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family 
housing,  $522,900. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Water¬ 
front  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
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Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades, 
$1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $66,000. 

SERVICE  SCnOOL  FACILITIES 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of . 
Hawaii:  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $269,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands :  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  bousing,  $8,061,500. 
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Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

TAEDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and 
acquisition  of  family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
by  the  acquisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion, 
rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  hereby 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
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works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment 
and  facilities: 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida  :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado: 
Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis- 
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pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,706,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $16,608,000. 
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Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania: 
Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  P orce  Base,  San  Rafael,  California :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Aii-field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Airfield  pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities  and  family  housing,  $2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma',  Washington:  Air- 
held  pavements,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,959,000. 
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McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington, 
Delaware:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Palls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Palls,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Porce  Base,  Palmouth,  Massachusetts:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili- 
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ties,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  messing 
facilities,  $343,000. 
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Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facihties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facihties,  personnel  facihties,  and  family  housing, 
$2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facihties,  operational  facihties,  training  facihties, 
storage  facihties,  personnel  facihties,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facihties,  and  shop  facihties,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facihties,  airfield  lighting  facihties,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facihties,  personnel  facih¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facihties,  aircraft  maintenance 
facihties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facihties,  shop  facihties,  and  family  housing, 
$2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Yoimgstown,  Ohio: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facihties,  utihties,  stor¬ 
age  facihties,  and  personnel  facihties,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Airfield  fighting 
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facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,107,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  bousing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  bousing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
bousing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main- 
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tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $21,264,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine:  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $18,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

A  IE  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  research, 
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development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$7,966,000. 

AIK  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training 
facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Bantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical 
facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Eorce  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyo- 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Eorce  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport, 
Mississippi:  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 
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Harlingen  Air  Eorce  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids  and  troop  housing, 
$446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Eorce  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Eorce  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Eorce  Base,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Eorce  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,557,000. 

Mather  Air  Eorce  Base,  Sacramento,  Calif omia:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Eorce  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $104,000. 

Moody  Air  Eorce  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$4,322,000. 
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Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $549,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois :  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma  :  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,000. 
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Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$1,045,000. 

AIK  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama :  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,661,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIK  COMMAND 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $590,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$331,000. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $520,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing. 
$7,073,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $861,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisi¬ 


tion,  $1,000. 
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1  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield 

2  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  re- 

3  search,  development  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 

4  and  community  facihties,  $12,429,000. 

5  Hartford  Research  Eacihty,  Hartford,  Connecticut: 

6  Research  and  development  facihties,  $22,375,000. 

7  Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  Hew  Mexico: 

8  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  fighting  facihties,  utihties,  re- 

9  search  and  development  facilities,  medical  facihties,  storage 

10  facihties,  personnel  facihties,  and  community  facilities, 

11  $4,965,000. 

12  Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary 

13  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facihties,  shop 

14  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $555,500. 

15  Xirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 

16  Aircraft  maintenance  facihties,  utihties,  and  shop  facihties, 

17  $905,000. 

16  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 

19  Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 

20  facihties,  aircraft  maintenance  facihties,  troop  housing,  utili- 

21  ties,  land  acquisition,  research  and  development  facihties, 

22  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 

23  family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

24  Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 
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Washington,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $20,000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administratve  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  airfield  fighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield 
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pavements,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas :  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,427,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky : 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $2,322,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $4,453,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,155,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Bapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,168,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,707,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka  Kansas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
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maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida  :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

Himter  Air  Force  Base  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  fighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield 
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pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $8,571,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,930,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $5,251,000. 
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March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  fighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  fighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $21,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acqui- 
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sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Safina,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,125,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,259,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


54 


Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,716,000. 


TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 


housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina: 
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Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,403,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $6,303,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$387,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $518,000. 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,510,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,863,000. 
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CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication 
facilities,  $163,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities.,  and  community  facilities, 
$42,017,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston  Island: 
Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  navigational  aids,  $2,991,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,393,000. 
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NORTHEAST  AJR  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $2,149,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $234,996,000. 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  $526,000. 

SPECIAL  FACnniTES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 


$293,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore 
or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$5,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 

Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 

States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,750,000”. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 

Range,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 

States  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec- 
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tion  301  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000”. 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota”  and  “$6,494,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota”  and 
“$12,124,000”,  respectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area, 
North  Dakota”  and  “$7,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota”  and  “$10,903,000”, 
respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas¬ 
gow-Miles  City  area,  Montana”  and  “$8,391,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana”  and 
“$10,660,000”,  respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000”. 
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(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$8,635,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,478,000”. 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  “$2,183,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,615,000”,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station, 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
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1  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 

2  in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

3  “$285,000”. 

4  (m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Con  solan  Station, 

5  Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental 

6  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 

7  section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

8  “$224,000”. 

9  (n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station, 

10  Pescadero,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 

11  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 

12  section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

13  “$224,000”. 

14  (o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station, 

15  Point  Conception,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 

16  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 

17  in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

18  “$232,000”. 

19  (p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the 

20  amounts  “$389,125,000”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert 

21  in  lieu  thereof  the  amounts  “$405,176,000”  and 

22  “$415,005,000”,  respectively. 

23  Sec.  304.  Classified  location:  The  authority  granted  b}^ 
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section  302,  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to 
the  extent  of  $8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of  family 
housing. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  Defense,  acting  through  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department,  is  authorized  to  provide 
family  housing  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  certain  commissioned  officers  and  enlisted  personnel 
attached  to  his  staff  by  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of 
five  units  of  family  housing,  and  protected  communication 
facilities,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utili¬ 
ties,  equipment,  administration,  overhead,  planning,  and 
supervision. 

Sec.  402.  Appropriations  available  to  the  military  de¬ 
partments  are  hereby  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000. 

TITLE  V 

Sec.  501.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  provide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $6,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000. 
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TITLE  VI 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  601.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  are  respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  or  development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of 
this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by 
title  V  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities 
shall  include,  in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities  as 
to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  specified 
in  titles  I,  II,  III,  IV,  and  V,  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make 
surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
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or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 
thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  602.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $238,778,000;  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $78,334,000;  section  102, 
$223,993,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$551,105,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $331,607,200;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $107,191,300;  section  202, 
$151,342,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$596,140,900; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $709,480,000;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $450,973,000;  section  302, 
$5,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $1,165,453,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV: 
$300,000. 
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( 5 )  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  V : 
$56,000,000. 

Sec.  603.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in 
titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  concerned,  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum  in 
the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental  United  States, 
and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the 
total  of  all  amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such 
title. 

Sec.  604.  Appropriations  made  to  cany  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to 
construction,  including  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  605.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this 
Act  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 
would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  con¬ 
ducting  an  adequate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
Sec.  606.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 
shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby  and  if  such 
award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  607.  Section  407  of  the  Public  Law  765,  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  407.  The  Secretarv  of  Defense  is  authorized,  sub- 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family 
housing,  in  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized 
to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  $100,000,000 
through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As¬ 
sistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress)  or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  reimburse  the  Com- 
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modity  Credit  Corporation  for  such  family  housing  in  a  dollar 
amount  equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  currencies  used 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  this  section.  For  the 
purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost, 
number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended  to  be  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the 
next  succeeding  quarter.” 

Sec.  608.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
permanent  limitations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948 
(62  Stat.  375) ,  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948 
( 62  Stat.  459 ) ,  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third 
provisos  thereof:  Provided,  That  such  limitations  shall  not 
apply  to  the  unit  of  family  housing  authorized  by  title  IV 
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of  this  Act  for  the  use  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  nor  shall  the  limitations  on  the  cost  of  family 
housing  that  are  prescribed  by  section  608  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1956  (H.  E.  6042) 
apply  with  respect  to  such  units  of  family  housing. 

Sec.  609.  When  housing  units  are  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  at  installations  at  which  housing  units 
shall  have  been  constructed  and  a  mortgage  thereon  insured 
by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VIII 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  may,  upon 
application  by  the  mortgagor,  accept  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  mortgagor’s  title  to  or  leasehold  interest  in  the 
housing  units  and  underlying  land,  subject  to  the  outstanding 
mortgage  thereon,  and  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  under  any  such  outstanding  mortgage  and  the 
cost  of  maintenance  and  operation  thereafter  accruing  with 
respect  to  such  housing  units.  Such  housing  units  shall  there¬ 
after  he  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of  any  out¬ 
standing  mortgage  assumed  by  the  Government. 

Sec.  610.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
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Secretary  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military,  naval,  or  Air  Force 
installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  ( 1 )  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations  therefor  that 
are  set  forth  in  such  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  gen¬ 
eral  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obli¬ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  author¬ 
izations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3)  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829) . 

Sec.  611.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance 
planning,  construction  design,  and  architectural  services  in 
connection  with  public  works  projects  which  are  not  other¬ 
wise  authorized  by  law.” 


a 

o 

&  B 
®  B 


ui 

rt- 

P 

f-y 

CD 

O 


S-  S' 

9  * 


p  s 

D  9 
Q,  C D 

o  o 

HJ  H» 
&  rt- 

CD  h-7< 
>-i  £ 

CD  CD 

o  p- 

s'  I 

•a  k 
3-  o 
H-  ^ 

ST  «2 
2, » 
o 
p 


W 

S. 

9 

►1 

►1 

9 

& 


p* 

9 

O  t-1 

2  1=1 
B  « 

B  H 
££  M 
rf  W 

®  5 

o  c< 

p  cji 


B 

a> 

Q- 

02 

cd 

»-j 

< 

H- 

8 

CO 


w 

l-J 


o  s 

c-t-  pj 

jjf 

2  p 


Ki 

P 

>-j 

►d 

o 


H 

o 

p 

p 


o 

l-J 


N 

CD 


P 
P 

w  i  Q 
CD  L£>  CD 
CD  Ci.  ^ 

?  *  £ 

^  S' 

o 

^  o 

s  ° 

CD  y 
H.  CD 

P 

p  O 
PL  rt- 
•  •— 1 1  • 
p  O 


P 

H,  £2 

o  q 


CD 


► 

W 

r 

r 


■o 

o 

•t 

r* 

z 

o 

00 

05 

cn 


s 

£w 

^  o 

coo 

M  v 
tn  •£ 

2  © 
o  td 
*  H 
co 
CO 


50 

o 

00 

to 

<o 


e 

s. 

o 

s 

o 

Q> 

ST 

P 

cu 

p 

»* 

Z 

e 

• 

tsj 

co 

oo 


int' 


LOANSo  Passed  mthout  amendment  S.  1755#  to  provide  that  the  rate  of 
srest  on  USDA  disaster  loans  shall  not  exceed  37°  per  annum  (p«  7947)-  The 


Agriculture  Committee  earlier  in  the  day  reported  this  bill  without  amendment 
(H.  ReHt.  915)  (p.  7954).  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  "'resident7. 

15 o  EMERGENCY  XOANS •  Passed  mthout  amendment  S.  1582,  to  extend  until  1957  the 
period  for  making  emergency  loans  for  agricultural  purposes  (p.  7947).  This 
bill  will  noV  be  sent  to  the  President. 


l6.  TRAVEL  EXPENSE.  \House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6295*  to  provide  an 
increased  maximum  per  diem  and  mileage  allowance  for  subsistence  and  travel 
expenses  (pp«  7942-*3)o  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June  22. 


17 »  APPROPRIATIONS.  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6367*  Commerce  and 

related  agencies  appropriation  bill  for  1956.  Senate  conferees  were  appointed 
June  l6o 

House  conferees  were, Appointed  on  H.  R.  6239*  the  D.  Co  appropriation 
bill  for  1956  (p.  7914).  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June  23* 


■A 


ORGANIZATION.  Received  from  th^vHoover  Commissiph  a  report  on  the  Business 
Organization  of  the  Department  oX,  Defense;  to  APmed  Services  Committee  (H. 

Doc.  196)  (po  7954). 


19©  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  The  Fays  and  Means  NJommittee  reoorted  with  amendment  H.  R. 
6059*  to  authorize  the  President  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the  Philio- 
pines  to  revise  the  1946  trade  agreement  •,  between  the  two  countries  (H.  Rept. 

934)  (d.  7954) . 


20.  RESERVE  FORCES.  The  Armed  Services  Committee 
new  Armed  , For© os  Rase* re bill  (p„  IX:*;9)o 


jrdered  reoorted  H.  R.  7000,  the 


2lu  GOVERNMENT  COMPETITION.  The  Government  Operaticns\Committee  ordered  reported 
H.  R.  279*  to  provide  for  the  termination  of  Government  operations  which  are 
in  competition  with  private  enterprise  (p.  d623)» 


*22.  PUBLIC  WORKS.  Passed,  317  to  2,  with  amendments  H.  R»  6829*  to  authorize 

certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations,  which 
includes  a  revision  of  the  provision  for  financing  certain  military  housing 
in  foreign  countries  through  the  furnishing  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities 

(pp.  7921-42). 


23« 


LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM^  Rep«  McCormack  announced  that  the  FOA  bill  ^111  be  the 
next  order  of  business  to  be  followed  by  the  conference  report  on ''the  selec¬ 
tive  service  bil/,  the  atomic  energy  authorization  bill,  the  military  reserve 
bill,  the  housing  bill,  the  social  security  amendments,  and  the  Mexican  farm 
labor  bill*  Agreed  to  call  the  Consent  Calendar  on  July  5*  (PP*  79l4^») 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

24.  ATTORNEYS..  S.  2326,  by  Sen.  Eastland,  to  require  any  attorney  at  law  practicing 
before  7a  Federal  court,  or  appearing  before  a  congressional  committee  as  coun¬ 
sel  for  a  witness  testifying  before  such  committee,  or  appearing  as  counsel 
before  any  department  or  agency  in  the  exeo&tive  branch  of  the  Government  of 
the'United  States,  to  file  a  non -Communist  affidavit;  to  Judiciary  Committee 
(p.  7862)*  Remarks  of  author  (pp.  7863~4) • 


25*  PERSONNEL,  S.  2331,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  to  provide  for  improvement  in  the  system 
Of  personnel  administration  through  the  establishment  of  a  senior  civil  ,^er vie* 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mittee  (p.  7863),  Remarks  of  author  (n.  7865)* 

S.  2332,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  simplification  of  the  general 
schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  19h9t  aS  amended;  to  Post  Offioe  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  7863),  Remarks  of  author  (p,  7865)* 

S,  2333*  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  certification  of  eligibles  unde; 
the  civil-service  laws;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  7863). 
Remarks  of  author  (p.  7865). 

S.  233ll->  by  Sen.  Carlson,  providing  for  a  simplified  performance  rating 
system  for  Federal  employees;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee 
(p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p.  7865)* 

S.  2335,  by  Sen*  Carlson,  relating  to  appeals  by  veterans  under  section 
l4  of  the  Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  19hU;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee  (p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (n.  7865  )y' 

S.  2336,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  reduction  in  personnel  procedure 
and  preference  of  veterans;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p. 
7863)0  Remarks  of  author  (p.  7865)0  ^  > 

S.  2337 >  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  transfer  of  Federal  employees 
from  the  classified  civil  service  to  another  personnel  merit  system;  to  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  7863)0  Remarks  of  author  (po  7865)0 


26.  HOUSING*  SMALL  BUSINESS.  S.  J.  Res.  85,  by  Sen.  Fulbright,  to  extend  for  tempo- 
rary  periods  certain  housing  programs,  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953*  and  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950;  placed  on  the  calendar  (p.  7863)0  Remarks  of 
author  (p.  7862). 
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27#  PERSONNEL;  PAYROLLING.  H.  R.  7OO8,  by  Rep.  Barrett,  to  amend  Public  Law  587  by 
permitting  the  withholding  by.  the  Federal  Government  from  wages  of  employees 
certain  taxes  imposed  by  municipalities;  to  Ways  and  Means  Committee  (p.  7955) 

28.  LANDS.  H.  R.  7023,  by  Rep#  Seely-Brown,  to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  cer¬ 
tain  land  of  the  United  States  to  the  State  of  Connecticut;  to  Agriculture 
Committee  (d.  7955)* 

V 

SUGAR.  H.  R.  7030,  by  Rep.  Cooley,  "to  amend  and  extend  the  Sugar  Act  of  I9I4.8, 
as  amended;"  to  Agriculture  Committee  (p.  7955). 


30.  GOVERNMENT  CODIPETITION.  H.  R.  7032,  by  Rep.  Hoffman,  Mich.,\to  provide  for 

the  termination  of  Government  operations  which  are  in  competition  with  private 
enterprise;  to  Government  Operations  Committee  (p.  7955)# 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


31.  CONSERVATION.  Rep.  Bailey  inserted  a  speech  by  a  West  Virginia  farmer  dis¬ 
cussing  the  value  of  soil  conservation  practices  in  the  prevention  ofVloods 
and  conservation  of  water  supply  (p.  ili^O) . 


32.  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS.  Sen.  Jackson  inserted  a  report  stating  that  the  cutback, 

in  sugar  beet  acreage  in  Washington  State  is  depriving  farmers  of  one  of  th< 
best  cash  crops  (pp.  ^6^42-3)# 
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Seljtion  5  provides  that  if  the  Com¬ 
missioners  obtain  a  bond  for  a  notary- 
public  whose  notarial  duties  are  confined 
solely  toVDistrict  of  Columbia  business, 
then  the  bond  obtained  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  shall  be  in  lieu  of  that  required 
by  law. 

The  bill  wa^ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  fckreconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  M/.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tharSthe  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Colunt-bia  may  have 
until  12  o’clock  tonight  toxjile  the  con¬ 
ference  report  on  the  judges^  salary  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fnam  South 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  stat&jnent 
are  as  follows: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  920 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dl: 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  727) 
to  adjust  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Municipal  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Municipal  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  Juvenile  Court  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  Tax  Court,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to 
the  text  of  the  bill  and  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  in¬ 
serted  by  the  House  amendment  insert  the 
following:  “That  the  fourth  sentence,  of  the 
sixth  paragraph  of  section  6  of  the  Act  en¬ 
titled  ‘An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Police  Court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  Munici¬ 
pal  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
known  as  “The  Municipal  CourJ,  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia",  to  create  “The  Municipal 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia”,  and  for  other  purposes;;'  approved  April 
1,  1942,  as  amended  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  11-711), 
is  amended  by  striking  out  ‘$14,500’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$li,000‘,  and  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  ‘$14,000’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$18,500’.  / 

“Sec.  2.  The  fourth  sentence  of  section  2 
of  such  Act  of  Appil  1,  1942,  as  amended 
(D.  C.  Code,  sec.  A 1-753) ,  is  amended  by 
striking  out  ‘$13/00’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘$18,000Vand  by  striking  out  ‘$13,- 
000’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$17,500’. 

“Sec.  3.  The/flrst  sentence  of  the  second 
paragraph  of  section  2  of  title  IX  of  thef 
District  of  /Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  47-2402),  is 
amended/by  striking  out  ‘$13,000’  and  in¬ 
serting  m  lieu  thereof  ‘$17,500’. 

“Sec.,4.  The  last  sentence  of  section  19  of 
the  Juvenile  Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  (D.  C.  Code,  sec.  11-920)  is  amended 
to  cead  as  follows:  ‘The  salary  of  the  Judge 
shafil  be  $17,500  per  annum.’  ” 

{And.  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the 
title  of  the  bill  and  agree  to  the  same. 

John  L.  McMillan, 

Oren  Harris, 

Sid  Simpson, 

Jos.  P.  O’Hara, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Wayne  Morse, 

Alan  Bible, 

Roman  L.  Hritska, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  727)  to  adjust  the 
salaries  of  the  judges  of  the  Municipal  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Municipal  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  Juvenile  Court  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
Tax  Court,  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  fine  action 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  find  recom- 
'mended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report: 

The  first  section  of  the  Senate  bill  in¬ 
creased  the  salary  of  the  chief  judge  of  the 
Municipal  Court  of  Appeal^  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  from  $14,50o/to  $20,000  per  an¬ 
num,  and  the  salaries  of/the  judges  of  such 
court  from  $14,000  per  annum  to  $19,500  per 
annum.  The  corresponding  section  of  the 
House  amendment  provided  an  increase  to 
$17,500  for  the  chi^f  judge  and  to  $17,000 
for  the  judges  of  .such  court.  The  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  fisies  the  salary  of  the  chief 
judge  to  be  $19,000  and  the  salaries  of  the 
judges  to  be  $18,500. 

Section  2  of  the  Senate  bill  increased  the 
salary  of  thy  chief  judge  of  the  Municipal 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from 
$13,500  pet  Annum  to  $19,000  per  annum,  and 
the  salaries  of  the  judges  of  the  Municipal 
’ourt  from  $13,000  per  annum  to  $18,500  per 
annum.'  The  corresponding  section  of  the 
Hopse  amendment  provided  an  increase  to 
$16;600  for  the  chief  judge  and  to  $16,000  for 
the  judges  of  such  court.  The  conference 
agreement  fixes  the  salary  of  the  chief  judge 
of  sucikcourt  to  be  $18,000  per  annum  and 
the  salaries  of  the  judges  to  be  $17,500. 

Section's  of  the  Senate  bill  (which  corre¬ 
sponds  to  section  4  of  the  House  amendment 
and  the  conference  substitute)  established 
the  salary  of  fcpe  judge  of  the  Juvenile  Court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  at  $18,500  per 
annum.  UnderX  existing  law  the  salary  of 
such  judge  is  fixed  under  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  and  1$  at  present  $11,800  per 
annum.  The  House  amendment  provided 
that  the  salary  of  th\  judge  of  the  Juvenile 
Court  should  be  $141100.  The  conference 
agreement  fixes  the  salary  of  such  judge  to  be 
$17,500.  \ 

Section  4  of  the  Senate  pill  (which  corre¬ 
sponds  to  section  3  of  the  liouse  amendment 
and  the  conference  substitute)  increased  the 
salary  of  the  judge  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Tax  Court  from  $13,000  p&r  annum  to 
$18,500  per  annum.  The  House /men dment 
increased  the  salary  of  such  judge  |,o  $16,000. 
The  conference  agreement  fixes  the' .salary  of 
such  judge  to  be  $17,500.  \ 

John  L.  McMillan/ 

Oren  Harris,  \ 

Sid  Simpson,  \ 

Jos.  P.  O’Hara,  \ 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House\ 


MILITARY,  NAVAL,  AND  AIR  FORCE 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call  up 
the  resolution  (H.  Res.  286)  providing  for 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  6829,  a  bill  to 
authorize  certain  construction  at  mili¬ 
tary,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at 
military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations, 


and  for  other  purposes.  After  general  debate, 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill,  and  shall 
continue  not  to  exceed  3  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such, 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  30  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen] 
and  pending  that  I  yield  myself  such 
time  as  I  may  consume. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an  open  rule  as 
the  reading  would  indicate  providing  for 
3  hours  of  general  debate  and  then  the 
reading  of  the  bill  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  under  the  5 -minute  rule  for 
amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very  important 
piece  of  legislation.  It  is  very  extensive 
in  its  scope.  I  wonder  at  times  whether 
we  really  appreciate  the  full  significance 
of  these  tremendous  authorizations  and 
appropriations.  This  one  bill  authorizes 
the  expenditure  of  more  money  than  pos¬ 
sibly  the  cost  of  running  this  entire  Gov¬ 
ernment  during  the  first  25  years  of  its 
existence. 

The  bill  is  divided  into  five  titles  and 
it  proposes  to  provide  construction  and 
other  related  authority  for  the  military 
departments  within  and  outside  the 
United  States  and  for  the  Central  Intel¬ 
ligence  Agency. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  total  authorization  in 
this  bill  is  for  the  sum  of  $2,368,998,900. 

Breaking  this  figure  down,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Army  would  be  given  a  to¬ 
tal  authorization  of  $551,105,000.  This 
would  be  further  broken  down  so  that 
$238,778,000  would  be  allotted  for  use 
inside  continental  United  States.  The 
sum  of  $78,334,000  would  be  authorized 
for  outside  the  United  States,  while 
$223,993,000  would  be  authorized  for 
classified  use  by  the  Army  and  $10  mil¬ 
lion  would  be  authorized  for  emergencies. 

The  authorization  for  the  Navy  in  this 
bill  would  be  $596,140,900,  of  which 
$331,607,200  is  proposed  to  be  spent  in 
continental  United  States  while  $107,- 
191,300  is  to  be  spent  outside  the  coun¬ 
try.  The  classified  allocation  for  the 
Navy  is  $151,342,400  while  the  sum  of 
$6  million  is  proposed  to  be  authorized 
for  emergency  use  by  the  Navy. 

The  Air  Force  has  received  the  largest 
authorization,  for  its  total  in  H.  R.  6829 
is  $1,165,453,000.  Out  of  this  sum  it  is 
proposed  that  $709,480,000  be  allocated 
for  expenditure  within  continental 
United  States  while  $450,973,000  would 
be  spent  outside  of  continental  United 
States,  and  finally  $5  million  would  be 
set  aside  for  emergency  use. 

Title  IV  of  the  bill  would  provide  the 
sum  of  $300,000  to  be  allocated,  if  au¬ 
thorized,  for  the  use  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  while  title  V 
proposes  to  authorize  the  sum  of  $56 
million  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  This  all  makes  the  grand  total 
Of  $2,368,998,900. 

I  think  it  is  interesting  to  note,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  report  indicates  that 
the  Army  authorization  this  year,  if 
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passed,  would  be  more  than  twice  the 
authorization  of  $236,060,000  which  was 
granted  for  fiscal  year  1955. 

There  are  several  interesting  points 
which  the  membership  of  the  House  may 
wish  to  be  especially  cognizant  of  in  title 
II;  that  is,  the  section  dealing  with  the 
Navy  authorization.  First  of  all  the  bill 
proposes  to  authorize  the  development  of 
two  new  installations,  which,  according 
to  the  report,  are  needed  in  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  advanced  training  for  Naval  and 
Marine  Corps  aircraft  pilots.  One  of  the 
new  installations  would  be  in  southern 
Louisiana  and  the  other  would  be  in 
southern  Texas. 

H.  R.  6829  proposes  to  authorize  the 
relocation  of  the  aviation  training  facili¬ 
ties  at  the  Naval  Academy  to  another 
site  near  Annapolis  since  the  present  site 
is  considered  inadequate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  report  indicates  that 
a  program  of  aviation  flight  clearance  is 
proposed  in  this  bill,  which  is  necessi¬ 
tated  by  the  development  of  heavier  and 
faster  jet  planes.  These  planes  need  an 
extremely  wide  turning  area  in  order  to 
simulate  the  conditions  under  which 
they  must  land  on  carriers  at  sea. 

The  Air  Force  authorization  would  in¬ 
clude  moneys  to  be  spent  on  the  con- 
structon  of  facilities  of  255  important 
bases,  of  which  151  would  be  in  the  area 
of  continental  United  States  and  104 
outside  of  continental  United  States. 
According  to  the  report  on  the  bill,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  authorization  for  the  Air 
Force  is  in  line  with  the  effort  of  the 
Air  Force  to  build  a  137-wing  Air  Force. 
The  bill  includes  the  authorization  for 
two  new  Air  Defense  Command  bases, 
one  of  which  would  be  at  Fort  Myers, 
Fla.,  and  the  other  to  be  some  place  near 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  The  bill  also  proposes 
facilities  for  five  new  locations  in  the 
United  States  Air  Force  in  Europe. 

Mr.  Speaker,  H.  R.  6829  proposes  the 
addition  of  a  new  installation  for  the 
Army  at  the  West  Coast  Ammunition 
Terminal  in  California;  the  addition  of 
3  new  installations  for  the  Navy  and  2 
new  installations  for  the  Air  Force.  The 
two  new  installations  for  the  Air  Force 
I  have  mentioned  above,  but  the  new 
Navy  installations  would  be  at  Port 
Isabel,  Tex.,  New  Iberia,  La.,  and  at 
Annapolis,  Md. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
added  three  new  authorizations  which 
were  not  included  in  the  original  pro¬ 
posal  from  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  these  are  first,  $8  million  for  an 
Army  hospital  at  Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.; 
$16,900,000  for  the  Naval  Air  Facility 
near  Annapolis;  and  $7,500,000  for  an 
addition  to  Bancroft  Hall  at  the  Naval 
Academy  and  for  fill  to  provide  land 
area  an  authorization  of  $3,785,000  is 
given. 

Title  IV,  Mr.  Speaker,  specifically 
would  authorize  the  construction  or  re¬ 
habilitation  of  five  units  of  housing,  a 
communication  facility,  and  some  other 
items  for  the  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  and  certain  commissioned  officers 
and  enlisted  personnel  attached  to  his 
staff. 

The  report  points  out  that  each  of  the 
Chiefs  of  Staff  is  provided  with  appro¬ 
priate  quarters  but  that  this  has  never 


been  done  for  the  Chairman,  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff. 

Mr.  Speaker,  authority  is  granted  in 
this  bill  for  the  acquisition  of  large  areas 
of  lands  which  I  think  should  be  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  member¬ 
ship.  Under  the  authorization  contained 
in  this  bill,  if  passed  the  Army  could  ac¬ 
quire  some  55,814  acres  of  land  within 
the  United  States  at  a  cost  of  $7,773,000, 
while  in  Okinawa  some  52,088  acres  may 
be  acquired  at  a  cost  of  $30,500,000. 

The  Navy  would  be  authorized  to  ac¬ 
quire  some  54,000  acres — fee — and  some 
138,000  acres — easement — at  a  total  cost 
of  $33,444,000. 

The  Air  Force  under  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  as  reported  from  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services,  would  authorize 
the  acquisition  of  some  16,800  acres — 
fee —  and  23,000  acres — easement — at  a 
cost  of  $9,900,000  while  mineral  rights 
would  be  acquired  on  72,000  acres  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $332,000,  and  finally 
mineral  rights  will  be  extinguished  on 
about  2Vz  million  acres  in  Alaska  at  a 
cost  of  $50,000. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  rescissions  in  this 
bill  amount  to  $1,300  million  and  if  the 
bill  is  enacted  into  law  some  $2,368,998,- 
900  of  Federal  money  will  be  spent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  most  important 
bill;  we  are  talking  here  today  about 
vast  sums  of  money,  which,  if  authorized 
and  appropriated,  must  be  raised  some¬ 
how.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  do  not  need  these 
expenditures,  and  neither  am  I  in  a 
position  to  say  we  do  need  to  make  these 
expenditures.  Therein  lies  the  whole 
trouble,  that  we,  the  Members  of  the 
Congress,  the  representatives  of  the  tax¬ 
payers,  the  people  who  must  put  up 
the  money  in  the  final  analysis,  are  de¬ 
pendent  upon  our  military  authorities, 
upon  our  Armed  Services,  and  Appro¬ 
priations  Committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate,  and  we  are  incapable  of  going 
into  these  matters  in  detail,  and  deter¬ 
mining  whether  they  are  justifiable  or 
not.  Frankly,  I  think  this  is  one  of  the 
weaknesses  of  our  system  of  operating 
in  the  Congress.  I  wish  there  were  some 
way  we  could  have  a  breakdown  of  these 
things  and  a  justification  for  them  with¬ 
out  relying  entirely  upon  the  people  who 
propose  them  and  who  say  they  are 
necessary. 

In  that  connection — and  I  want  to  say 
this  is  no  reflection  upon  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]  the  very  able  chairman  of  this 
committee,  or  upon  the  individual  mem¬ 
bers  of  that  committee.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  they  have  done  a  splendid 
job  in  housekeeping,  in  spelling  out,  so 
that  those  who  are  sufficiently  interested 
can  look  at  their  hearings,  their  reports 
and  the  bill  and  see  just  what  is  author¬ 
ized.  There  should  be  some  other  ma¬ 
chinery,  not  only  in  this  type  of  legisla¬ 
tion  but  in  all  legislation  that  is  brought 
to  this  floor  whereby  some  agency  of  the 
Congress,  set  up  by  the  Congress  and 
responsible  to  the  Congress  alone,  could 
give  us  the  justification  for  these  tre¬ 
mendous  expenditures;  could  give  us 
both  sides  of  the  picture. 

Such  a  bill  has  passed  the  Senate. 
Such  a  bill  is  pending  in  committee  in 


this  House,  a  bill  that  would  authorize 
a  joint  committee  on  the  budget,  made 
up  of  members  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  of  the  House  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  with  provision  for  an  adequate  staff, 
a  staff  that  is  responsible  to  that  joint 
committee  and  to  the  separate  Commit¬ 
tees  on  Appropriation  in  the  two  Houses, 
and  responsible  to  them  alone.  The 
Senate  has  passed  such  a  bill  in  the 
last  three  Congresses,  the  McClellan  bill. 
We  have  tried  to  pass  a  similar  bill  in 
the  House,  H.  R.  34,  a  bill  which  I  have 
the  honor  of  sponsoring.  We  failed  to 
consider  that  bill  in  a  previous  Congress 
by  16  votes,  because  of  the  opposition 
that  was  urged  upon  the  floor  of  this 
House.  The  chief  opposition  that  was 
made  to  that  bill  in  the  House  was  that 
there  was  some  apprehension  that  if  we 
passed  that  bill,  then  the  other  body 
would  control  the  appropriations.  Un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  which 
I  am  sponsoring,  the  House  is  given  ad¬ 
ditional  proportionate  representation  on 
that  committee.  In  fact,  it  is  given  9 
Members  from  the  House  compared  with 
7  from  the  other  body. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  House  bill 
the  chairmanship  of  that  joint  commit¬ 
tee  rests  solely  and  permanently  in  the 
House  and  does  not  even  alternate. 
Therefore,  as  one  Member  of  the  House, 
just  a  humble  Member  of  the  House, 
I  am  not  willing  to  concede  such  infe¬ 
riority  complex;  with  7  Members  of  the 
other  body  and  9  Members  of  this  body 
and  the  chairmanship  in  this  body  that 
the  other  body  would  run  away  with 
the  committee.  Some  people  say  they 
have  such  an  apprehension.  I  cannot 
see  it. 

Frankly,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  is  the  answer,  but  I  do  know 
that  we  need  some  independent  agency 
that  is  responsible  to  the  Congress  and 
the  Congress  alone.  What  happens  in 
these  matters?  And  again  I  disclaim 
any  idea  of  reflecting  upon  any  agency, 
group,  or  any  Member  of  Congress,  but 
here  is  what  happens.  The  so-called  big 
brass — and  I  merely  refer  to  them  that 
way  as  a  designation  that  is  generally 
accepted — figure  these  things  out;  they 
send  them  to  the  President,  and  the 
President’s  Budget  Bureau  goes  over 
them;  then  the  President  following  the 
recommendation  of  his  Budget  Bureau 
sends  them  down  to  the  Congress.  Bear 
you  in  mind  that  the  Pentagon,  the  so- 
called  big  brass,  has  millions  and  mil¬ 
lions  and  millions  of  dollars,  and  hun¬ 
dreds  and  hundreds  of  experts,  with  their 
point  of  view,  to  justify  their  recom¬ 
mendations.  Their  requests  come  up 
here  to  the  appropriate  committee  of  the 
Congress,  and  that  committee  is  largely 
at  the  mercy  of  the  so-called  big  brass  in 
the  final  analysis;  and  then  when  the 
matter  gets  on  the  floor  we  are  all  at 
the  mercy  of  these  experts  that  have  been 
selected  by  the  people  who  are  inter¬ 
ested — just  as  I  am  today. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  this  bill,  because 
in  the  dark  I  know  not  what  else  to  do. 
But  if  this  Congress  were  armed  with  a 
groups  of  experts — and  you  can  get 
them — who  came  in  here  and  said  to  the 
Congress  as  employees  of  the  Congress: 
“This  item  should  be  approved;”  or  “This 
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item  should  go  out,”  I  would  feel  a  lot 
better  about  it. 

I  come  back  to  my  oft  repeated  theory: 
The  Kremlin  wants  neither  war  nor 
peace;  it  wants  to  call  all  the  signals. 
■When  Mr.  Molotov  smiles,  the  free  world 
smiles;  when  Mr.  Molotov  frowns,  we  get 
scared.  They  call  the  signals;  we  run 
the  defensive  plays.  They  want  neither 
war  nor  peace;  but  they  want  to  require 
us  to  spend  ourselves  into  bankruptcy, 
and  we  are  doing  a  pretty  good  job.  I 
again  call  your  attention  to  Lenin’s  for¬ 
mula,  ‘‘The  v,7ay  to  defeat  the  United 
States  is  to  make  it  spend  itself  into 
bankruptcy.”  We  just  got  through  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago  extending  the  debt  limit,  again 
increasing  the  borrowing  power,  again 
increasing  the  national  debt  that  our 
grandchildren  and  great-grandchildren 
will  be  called  upon  to  pay  if  this  glorious 
Republic  of  ours  lasts  that  long. 

I  have  no  pride  of  authorship  in  H.  R. 
34.  I  just  want  to  call  it  again  to  the 
attention  of  the  leadership  of  the  House 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  I  want  to  call  it 
to  the  attention  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  so  vitally  concerned.  I  hope 
that  we  can  give  further  consideration  to 
at  least  attempting  through  this  method 
or  some  other  method,  if  somebody  will 
come  up  with  a  better  one,  to  give  this 
Congress  the  tools  with  which  to  work. 

That  House  bill  is  nesting  up  there  in 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  my  committee. 
I  have  not  made  an  attempt  to  have  it 
reported  because  I  have  not  found  any 
evidence  of  a  change  of  sentiment  among 
those  who  defeated  it  on  the  previous  oc¬ 
casion,  but  I  give  it  to  you  at  this  time 
for  your  careful  consideration,  for  your 
prayerful  consideration,  if  you  please, 
because  if  this  Republic  is  to  survive  it 
is  first  going  to  have  to  have  a  stable 
economy  and  a  stable  fiscal  policy. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  I  want  to  commend 
and  congratulate  the  gentleman  for  the 
splendid  remarks  he  has  just  made. 
Like  him,  I  believe  we  should  have  ex¬ 
perts  protecting  the  interests  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  when  the  justifiers  come  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee  to  testify. 
I  think  it  is  high  time  that  all  of  the 
Members  of  this  Congress  realize  that 
we  have  been  fed  the  doctrine  of  fear, 
that  we  are  being  promoted  into  a  bank¬ 
rupt  country  by  listening  too  much  to 
the  Communist  propaganda. 

The  important  thing  the  gentleman 
has  said,  in  my  judgment,  is  that  we 
ought  to  have  experts  to  bring  light  to 
the  problems  that  confront  us  and  we 
ought  to  realize  that  we  are  loading  the 
coming  generations  with  an  insufferable 
debt  they  will  have  to  pay  if,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  wisely  said,  this  glorious  Republic 
is  not  thrown  into  bankruptcy  by  the 
executive  departments  of  Government 
and  largely  by  the  Congress  itself. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  gentleman’s  remarks  and 
reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

(Mr.  COLMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
my  good  friend  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Colmer]  has  explained  this  rule  thor¬ 
oughly  and  also  the  bill  it  makes  in  order. 
Therefore,  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my 
time. 

Mi’.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  cer¬ 
tain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and 
Air  Force  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  6829,  with 
Mr.  Metcalf  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Obviously  a  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present. 


The  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 

lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names: 

[Roll  No.  96] 

Adair 

Gathings 

Mack,  HI. 

Alexander 

Granahan 

Mailliard 

Allen,  Calif. 

Gray 

Mason 

Barrett 

Green,  Pa. 

Meader 

Becker 

Gubser 

Merrow 

Bentley 

Hagen 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Blitch 

Hale 

Mollohan 

Boland 

Halleck 

Morgan 

Bolton, 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Morrison 

OUver  P. 

Heselton 

Moulder 

Bonner 

Hinshaw 

Mumma 

Bosch 

Hoeven 

Nelson 

Boykin 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Buckley 

Holt 

O’Konski 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Holtzman 

Polk 

Canfield 

Horan 

Powell 

Celler 

Jackson 

Prouty 

Chatham 

James 

Quigley 

Cole 

Jensen 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Coudert 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Davidson 

Jonas 

Riehlman 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Rivers 

Denton 

Kean 

Roosevelt 

Diggs 

Kearney 

St.  George 

Dingell 

Kearns 

Scherer 

Dodd 

Kee 

Sisk 

Dollinger 

King,  Pa. 

Taylor 

Donovan 

Klein 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dowdy 

Knox 

Thompson,  La. 

Doyle 

Knutson 

Thompson,  Tex, 

Eberharter 

Krueger 

Vanik 

Edmondson 

Laird 

Van  Pelt 

Ellsworth 

Lesinskl 

Velde 

Fino 

Lovre 

Vursell 

Frelinghuysen 

McConnell 

Wigglesworth 

Fulton 

McGregor 

Williams,  N.  J. 

Gamble 

Mclntire 

Withrow 

Garmatz 

Machrowicz 

Zelenko 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Bolling,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain  con¬ 


struction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installation,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  finding  itself  without  a 
quorum  he  caused  the  roll  to  be  called 
when  319  Members  responded  to  their 
names,  disclosing  that  a  quorum  was 
present,  and  he  handed  in  the  names  of 
the  absentees  for  printing  in  the 
Journal. 

The  Committee  resumed  its  sitting. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson], 
is  recognized  fo.r  1  hour  and  30  minutes, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  will  be  recognized  for  1  hour 
and  30  minutes. 

The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  30  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  what  is  termed 
a  public  works  bill.  It  provides  in  this 
authorization  $551  million  for  the  Army, 
$596  million  for  the  Navy,  $1,165,000,000 
for  the  Air  Force.  That,  along  with 
titles  IV  and  V,  makes  a  total  of 
$2,368,998,900. 

This  bill  was  considered  for  6  con¬ 
secutive  weeks  by  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  sitting  on  an  average  of 
from  4  to  5  hours  a  day  constantly. 

There  are  over  400  named  military 
installations  in  the  bill,  and  in  addition 
there  are  a  great  number  of  classified 
installations  inside  and  outside  the 
United  States. 

It  is  obvious  from  this  that  the  presen¬ 
tation  of  details  with  respect  to  the  bill 
could  go  on  here  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  for  a  long  time;  but  in  this  mag¬ 
nificent  report  that  we  have  filed  we 
think  you  will  find  material  to  aid  you 
in  seeing  what  the  committee  had  in 
mind  and  the  scope  of  their  inquiries. 

Now,  let  us  take  up  the  Army.  In  the 
Army  title,  30  percent  of  the  program 
of  $160  million  is  for  antiaircraft  facili¬ 
ties.  This  includes  what  is  known  as 
Nike  sites.  They,  as  you  know,  are 
established  all  over  the  United  States  in 
various  places,  and  in  the  hearings  a 
great  many  are  identified  and  a  great 
many  are  being  built  all  the  time. 

Some  12  percent,  or  $64  million  is  for 
troop  housing  and  troop  support  facil- 
ties;  17  percent,  or  $88  million,  is  for 
family  housing,  and  this  presents  5,765 
badly  needed  family  quarters. 

Thirty-eight  million  dollars,  or  7  per¬ 
cent  of  the  program,  is  for  land  acqui¬ 
sition.  In  this  connection  I  wish  to  draw 
your  attention  to  page  22  of  the  report, 
which  sets  out  the  land  proposed  for 
acquisition  by  all  of  the  military  de¬ 
partments.  In  the  case  of  the  Army, 
most  of  the  money  and  about  50  percent 
of  the  acreage  is  in  Okinawa.  Most  of 
the  land  required  in  the  United  States 
will  be  for  2  installations:  The  ex¬ 
pansion  of  Fort  Sill,  Okla.,  which  will 
involve  some  20,000  acres  of  privately 
owned  land,  and  the  West  Coast  Ammu¬ 
nition  Terminal,  in  California,  which 
will  involve  some  22,000  acres.  NIKE 
installations  will  require  some  2,500 
acres. 
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Four  percent  of  the  program,  or  $26 
million,  is  for  further  permanent  con¬ 
struction  in  Alaska  and  Okinawa — 2  of 
our  most  important  strategic  areas 
today. 

This  is  a  total  of  $372  million,  or  70 
percent  of  the  Army  portion  of  the  bill. 

The  remaining  30  percent  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  additional  construction  in  Ice¬ 
land,  construction  for  research  and  de¬ 
velopment,  here  in  this  country. 

Now,  on  page  3  the  Army’s  program 
is  broken  out  in  detailed  categories.  It 
indicates  whether  the  construction  is 
in  the  United  States  or  overseas.  Un¬ 
derneath  that  table  you  will  note  that 
each  of  the  technical  services  and  each 
of  the  continental  armies  is  dealt  with 
individually  by  the  type  of  facility  to 
be  constructed  and  the  portion  of  the 
program  it  represents.  This  descrip¬ 
tion  continues  on  page  4,  where  the 
Military  Academy,  the  special  weapons 
project,  and  some  of  the  other  items 
are  described,  as  are  the  overseas  areas. 

Section  102  of  the  bill  contains  an 
authorization  of  $224  million  for  classi¬ 
fied  military  construction,  and  section 
103  is  an  authority  granted  in  most 
of  the  public  works  bills  to  cover  emer¬ 
gency  construction,  that  is,  where  facil¬ 
ities  are  destroyed  by  fire,  hurricane, 
or  other  catastrophes. 

The  remainder  of  the  Army  tile,  that 
is  sections  104  and  105,  merely  author¬ 
izes  the  transfer  of  authorizations  pre¬ 
viously  granted  at  Fort  Knox,  Ky.,  and 
Woodbridge,  Va. 

Now  let  us  turn  to  the  Navy. 

The  Navy  title,  which  totals  $596 
million,  is  another  increment  in  the 
program  to  keep  the  Navy’s  shore  estab¬ 
lishment  up  to  the  ships,  aircraft,  and 
weapons  which  it  must  service. 

The  Navy  would  get  authority  under 
this  program  to  construct  almost  3,100 
units  of  family  housing;  bachelor  of¬ 
ficers’  quarters  for  5,600  officers;  and 
about  11,000  barracks  spaces  for  en¬ 
listed  personnel. 

One  of  the  important  new  elements  in 
the  Navy’s  program  is  a  large-scale  ac¬ 
quisition  of  property  for  40  of  the  naval 
air  stations  throughout  the  United 
States.  Nineteen  of  these  are  used  for 
carrier  landing  practice,  and  appropriate 
easements  will  be  purchased  from  the 
surrounding  landowners  to  permit  pilots 
to  develop  the  kind  of  technique  that  is 
necessary  for  landing  on  carriers — and 
to  do  this  in  a  safe  manner. 

The  effect  on  the  surrounding  land- 
owners  is  not  as  great  as  might  be  ex¬ 
pected,  since  in  virtually  every  case 
farming  and  other  normal  activities  can 
be  carried  on  as  before.  The  major  re¬ 
quirement  at  these  bases  is  that  there 
be  no  structures  or  trees  above  50  feet. 

Here  is  the  reason  we  are  forced  to  do 
this :  These  pilots  who  will  leam  to  land 
on  an  airplane  carrier  must  first  be 
trained  to  land  on  what  is  called  a 
ground  pattern.  A  ground  pattern  must 
be  such  that  they  can  go  around  this 
field,  and  there  will  be  no  obstructions  on 
either  side  and  land  as  they  do  on  an 
aii-plane  carrier.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
purchase  and  acquire  by  easement  the 
rights  of  removal  of  any  objects  higher 
than  50  feet  off  the  ground. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman  say 
where  this  land  is  being  acquired? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Oh,  yes.  It  is  being 
acquired  at  these  19  stations  that  are 
already  established.  All  we  are  doing 
is  getting  the  easement  rights  to  fly 
closer  to  the  ground  as  we  circle  these 
19  bases  so  that  these  pilots  will  learn 
how  to  land  on  a  carrier  deck. 

Mr.  GROSS.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  that  we  have  an  in¬ 
activated  station  at  Ottumwa,  Iowa, 
where  there  is  a  considerable  amount  of 
land  already. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  are  not  building  a 
single  new  station  in  this  part  of  the 
program.  We  are  merely  clearing  out 
the  timber  or  trees  that  interfere  with 
this  type  of  training. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  already  have  that 
at  Ottumwa. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  say  to  my  very 
able  friend,  I  do  not  see  why  they  have 
not  utilized  that  magnificent  field  out 
there.  I  am  satisfied  that  with  his  per¬ 
sistent  efforts  and  the  cooperation  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  it  will 
probably  be  put  in  use. 

This  is  a  program  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  viewed  with  great  favor  as  one  which 
will  not  only  provide  proper  and  safe 
training,  but  will  prevent  the  expenditure 
of  great  sums  of  money  in  the  future. 

At  the  bottom  of  page  5  of  the  report 
you  will  note  a  table  which  breaks  down 
by  category  the  Navy’s  program.  The 
table  sets  out  everyday  operational  facili¬ 
ties  totaling  58  percent,  or  $345  million; 
troop  housing  about  12  percent,  or  $71 
million;  and  family  housing  about  9  per¬ 
cent,  or  $56  million.  Research  and  de¬ 
velopment,  training  facilities,  the  avi- 
gation-easement  program  that  I  just 
mentioned,  are  also  indicated  in  the 
table,  along  with  a  small  amount  for 
morale,  welfare,  and  recreational  facili¬ 
ties,  pollution-abatement  programs,  and 
land  acquisition. 

The  Navy’s  land  acquisition,  both  fee 
and  easements,  is  spread  over  a  large 
number  of  installations.  The  only  sub¬ 
stantial  acquisitions  at  particular  areas 
are  those  involving  the  training  bases  at 
New  Iberia,  La.;  Port  Isabel,  Tex.;  and 
the  air  facility  for  the  Naval  Academy. 

Following  the  table,  on  pages  6  and  7, 
the  whole  Navy  program  is  broken  down 
into  11  classes.  Shipyard  facilities  would 
total  $511/2  million,  fleet  base  facilities 
$4414  million,  aviation  facilities  $314 
million,  and  you  will  note  that  this  last 
category  is  again  broken  down  into  5  dif¬ 
ferent  kinds  of  air  stations,  each  of  which 
is  described  in  detail. 

Page  7  sets  out  the  amounts  authorized 
for  supply  facilities,  $9,254,000;  Marine 
Corps  facilities,  $61.6  million;  ordnance 
facilities,  $21  million;  and  service  school 
facilities  for  $30  million.  The  only  two 
other  relatvely  large  amounts  are  $26 
million  for  communications  facilities  and 
$34  million  for  yards  and  docks. 

AIR  FORCE 

The  Air  Force  again  this  year  would 
get  an  authorization  about  equal  to  the 
other  two  services  combined.  This  con¬ 


struction  would  be  spread  over  255  prin¬ 
cipal  bases;  151  of  which  are  in  the 
United  States  and  104  overseas. 

All  of  this  program  for  the  Air  Force  is, 
of  course,  aimed  at  137  wings. 

When  the  137-wing  Air  Force  is  at¬ 
tained,  in  1957,  there  will  be  346  princi¬ 
pal  installations.  One  hundred  and 
eighty-six  of  these  will  be  in  the  United 
States,  and  160  overseas.  These,  of 
course,  do  not  include  some  2,000  minor 
installations,  such  as  communication 
sites,  radar  stations,  and  so  forth. 

On  pages  9  to  13,  the  Air  Force  pro¬ 
gram  is  broken  down  in  detail  by  the 
various  commands.  As  would  be  expect¬ 
ed,  the  Strategic  Air  Command  gets  the 
largest  share  of  the  authorization,  with 
about  $224  y2  million  in  the  United  States. 
The  aircraft  control  and  warning  system 
gets  $100  million  in  the  United  States 
and  almost  the  same  amount  overseas.  I 
do  not  need  to  emphasize  the  importance 
of  this  part  of  the  program. 

The  Air  Defense  Command  is  next  in 
amount  of  authorization,  with  the  other 
commands  getting  varying  amounts  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  status  of  their  programs 
today. 

The  land  acquisition  program  of  the 
Air  Force  is  quite  small  compared  with 
the  other  two  services,  with  a  total  of 
less  than  17,000  acres  to  be  acquired  in 
fee  and  23,000  in  easements. 

The  only  two  large  acquisitions  are 
those  for  the  Buckingham  Weapons  Cen¬ 
ter,  in  Florida,  and  the  air  defense  base 
in  the  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  area.  These  ac¬ 
quisitions  are  respectively  6,000  acres,  of 
which  4,000  will  be  donated  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  4,000  in  the  case  of  the 
Milwaukee  base. 

As  I  mentioned  before,  in  the  case  of 
all  of  the  three  services  an  effort  has 
been  made  in  the  report  to  break  down 
the  program  in  several  different  ways,  in 
order  that  whatever  the  particular  inter¬ 
est  of  the  Member  may  be  he  can  find 
the  information  he  wants  easily  and 
without  undue  study. 

You  can  find  what  each  of  the  com¬ 
mands  is  getting  in  outhorization,  while 
on  page  13  of  the  report  the  table  there 
shows  the  program  broken  down  by  cate¬ 
gories.  For  example,  airfield  pavements 
is  the  largest  part  of  the  program,  with 
operational  facilities  next,  family  hous¬ 
ing,  and  so  on  down  the  line. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  draw 
your  attention,  and  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,  to  the  new  installations  in 
the  program.  These  are  always  of  par¬ 
ticular  interest,  and  they  appear  on  page 
15  of  the  report. 

The  Army  had  only  one,  the  West 
Coast  Ammunition  Terminal  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  The  Navy  has  three,  all  of  them  air 
facilities.  The  first  one  is  at  Port  Isabel, 
Tex.;  the  second  at  New  Iberia,  La.;  and 
the  third,  which  was  inserted  by  the 
committee,  is  an  air  facility  for  the  Naval 
Academy. 

The  Air  Force  has  two  new  installa¬ 
tions:  Buckingham  Weapons  Center, 
Fort  Myers,  Fla.,  which  will  be  the 
East  Coast  facility  for  training  our  fight¬ 
er  pilots  in  gunnery — the  West  Coast  one 
being  at  Yuma,  Ariz.  The  other  new 
Air  Force  base  is  also  an  Air  Defense 
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Command  installation  and  it  will  be  in 
the  greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wis. 

Although  the  Department  of  Defense 
submitted  a  good  program,  the  commit¬ 
tee  added  certain  items  which  are  set 
out  on  page  15.  No  new  item  was  added 
for  the  Air  Force,  but  a  hospital  at  Camp 
Jackson,  S.  C.,  was  added  for  the  Army, 
and  the  Naval  Air  Facility  at  the  Naval 
Academy  was  added  for  the  Navy.  This 
is  the  same  facility  I  just  mentioned. 

This  air  facility  was  recommended  by 
the  Board  of  Visitors  at  the  Naval  Acad¬ 
emy,  as  were  the  other  two  items  at  Ann¬ 
apolis — an  addition  to  Bancroft  Hall  and 
some  of  the  fill  necessary  to  provide  ad¬ 
ditional  land  area. 

Another  important  construction  item 
added  by  the  committee  appears  in  title 
IV  of  the  bill.  This  would  authorize  the 
construction  or  rehabilitation  of  five 
units  of  housing,  a  communications  fa¬ 
cility  and  other  related  items  for  the 
chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  four 
of  his  assistants.  At  the  present  time  all 
of  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  are  provided  with 
adequate  housing.  For  example,  the 
Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps  has 
some  15,000  square  feet  in  his  house, 
while  Admiral  Radford’s  house  is  some¬ 
thing  a  little  over  3,000  square  feet. 

These  buildings  are  to  be  erected  on 
land  adjacent  to  the  Naval  Observatory. 

Now,  in  addition  to  that,  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  here  that  $56  million  be  made 
available  to  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  to  establish  a  permanent  build¬ 
ing  to  house  its  activities.  There  are  a 
great  number  of  people  employed  by  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  here  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  they  are  being 
housed  in  some  33  or  more  buildings. 
Mr.  Dulles,  the  head  of  the  Central  In¬ 
telligence  Agency,  feels  that  being  housed 
in  many  units,  as  they  are,  jeopardizes 
the  security  that  is  required.  Now,  you 
know  what  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  is.  So,  we  provide  here  an  au¬ 
thorization  of  $56  million  for  land  and 
a  building. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Are  these  buildings  for 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  $50  million,  to  be  con¬ 
structed  within  30  or  35  miles  of  the 
District  of  Columbia?  Can  the  gentle¬ 
man  tell  me? 

Mr.  VINSON.  During  the  hearings 
Mr.  Dulles  designated  certain  places. 
Some  were  outside  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  But,  he  did  feel  that  it  was 
absolutely  essential,  in  view  of  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  work  he  does,  to  be  within 
reasonable  distance  of  the  District  of 
Columbia.  I  would  say  35  to  40  miles 
from  the  District  or  probably  more,  but 
that  was  the  line  of  testimony. 

There  were  about  125  amendments  to 
the  original  bill,  which  totaled  at  the 
time  it  was  submitted,  about  $2,354,000,- 
000.  The  bill  that  you  have  before  you 
totals  almost  $2,369,000,000.  This  is  an 
increase  of  about  $141/2  million.  In  the 
process  of  its  consideration,  the  com¬ 
mittee  eliminated  items  in  the  amount 
of  over  $33  million  and  added  items  in 
the  amount  of  about  $48  million. 


You  will  note  at  the  bottom  of  page 
15  and  on  page  16  of  the  report  that 
the  committee  gave  special  consideration 
to  several  of  the  controversial  items 
which  naturally  arise  in  every  public- 
works  bill.  One  of  these  is  the  land  ac¬ 
quisition  in  Okinawa,  another  was  the 
expansion  of  Fort  Sill;  two  of  the  Navy 
proposals  involving  New  Iberia  and  Port 
Chicago  were  also  in  the  same  category. 

A  number  of  the  members  of  the  Mary¬ 
land  and  Ohio  delegations  were  heard 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  move  of 
the  headquarters  of  the  Research  and 
Development  Command  from  Baltimore 
to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Ohio. 

A  matter  of  particular  interest,  as  evi¬ 
denced  by  the  mail  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  received,  relates  to  the  effect  of 
the  Government’s  construction  of  family 
housing  on  Wherry  projects. 

I  want  to  draw  your  attention  to  the 
table  set  out  on  page  21  of  the  report, 
which  contains  every  installation  at 
which  there  is  a  Wherry  project  and 
at  which  housing  would  be  constructed 
under  this  bill.  If  you  will  look  at  the 
last  column  you  will  see  that  in  every 
instance,  even  after  taking  into  consid¬ 
eration  every  conceivable  kind  of  hous¬ 
ing,  there  still  is  a  large  deficit  at  those 
installations. 

Of  course,  the  second  last  column  in¬ 
dicates  only  about  4,500  housing  units 
to  be  constructed  at  these  bases.  The 
whole  bill  contains  about  17,000  units, 
but  these  other  houses  are  to  be  con¬ 
structed  at  bases  where  there  is  no 
Wherry  housing. 

Last  year  Congress  authorized  11,600 
family  housing  units.  This  bill,  as  I  say, 
will  authorize  about  17,000  units.  They 
will  vary  in  cost,  with  the  overall  aver¬ 
age  in  the  United  States  being  $13,480. 
Of  these  17,000  houses,  3,500  represent 
replacements  of  quarters  that  can  no 
longer  be  lived  in.  Five  thousand  two 
hundred  and  seventy-one  are  for  officers, 
and  11,700  are  for  enlisted  men. 

All  of  this  housing  will  be  of  perma¬ 
nent  construction  and  located  for  the 
most  part  at  permanent  installations. 

Section  609  of  the  bill,  appearing  on 
page  70,  would  permit  a  military  de¬ 
partment  to  acquire,  upon  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  project  owner,  any  Wherry 
housing  project  at  an  installation  at 
which  housing  would  be  constructed  di¬ 
rectly  by  the  Government  under  this 
bill.  I  want  to  draw  your  particular 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  project 
owner  has  to  want  to  get  rid  of  his 
project  and  make  application  that  it  be 
purchased  by  a  military  department  be¬ 
fore  this  can  be  done. 

To  my  mind  a  project  owner  would 
probably  want  to  have  the  department 
acquire  his  project  only  if  it  has  proved 
to  be  an  unprofitable  business  venture. 
In  any  event,  I  want  to  stress  that  it 
is  entirely  a  voluntary  act  on  the  part 
of  the  private  owner. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  this  is  a  good 
bill  and  that  it  represents  a  sound  pro¬ 
gram.  It  was  unanimously  reported  by 
the  House  Armed  Services  Committee. 

I  respectfully  urge  its  passage. 

Mr.  Chairman,  to  show  you  how  care¬ 
fully  we  considered  this  bill,  I  should  like 
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to  say  this.  I  am  proud  of  what  the 
committee  did  with  this  bill.  We  worked 
6  long  weeks  and  read  every  item,  line 
by  line,  in  order  to  approve  this  pro¬ 
posed  authorization  of  $2,369,000,000. 
It  takes  a  long  time  to  find  out  how  to 
spend  that  much  money,  and  we  took 
the  time. 

We  amended  the  bill  in  125  different 
places  and  reduced  the  authorization  re¬ 
quested.  But  when  we  added  these  au¬ 
thorizations  in  Maryland  and  South 
Carolina,  it  increased  the  total.  As  I 
say,  there  were  about  125  amendments 
to  the  original  bill,  the  total  of  which 
when  it  was  submitted  was  $2,354,000,- 
000.  The  bill  before  you  now  calls  for 
a  total  of  $2,369,000,000,  an  increase  of 
about  $14,500,000. 

In  the  process  of  its  consideration,  the 
committee  eliminated  items  in  the 
amount  of  $33  million  and  added  items 
in  the  amount  of  $48  million. 

Had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that  we 
felt  the  circumstances  warranted  it,  such 
as  the  hospital  at  Camp  Jackson  and 
the  activities  at  the  Naval  Academy,  as 
a  result  of  our  screening  and  careful 
scrutiny  of  the  bill,  which  we  passed  on 
in  a  line  by  line  consideration,  there 
would  have  been  a  reduction  of  $33 
million. 

I  want  to  say  this  further.  This  is  a 
department  measure.  It  is  recommend¬ 
ed  by  the  Director  of  the  Budget.  It  is 
recommended  by  Mr.  Floete’s  office, 
which  was  created  for  the  purpose  of 
scrutinizing  and  coordinating  these  pub¬ 
lic  works. 

I  ask  that  the  bill  be  enacted  because 
the  facts  and  circumstances  warrant  it. 
It  is  absolutely  essential  to  carry  on  this 
public  works  construction  to  keep  our 
military  forces  in  the  shape  in  which 
they  should  be  kept. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  With  pleasure. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  I  notice  on 
page  17  of  the  report  mention  is  made 
of  a  suggestion  of  moving  the  Fifth 
Army  headquarters  from  Chicago  to 
Des  Moines.  Would  the  gentleman  ex¬ 
plain  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  A  great  many  sugges¬ 
tions  come  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  Oftentimes  it  seems 
they  are  sowed  in  fertile  soil  and  bear 
fruit.  Sometimes  they  fall  among 
thorns  and  thistles.  I  am  afraid  that 
suggestion  has  fallen  among  thorns  and 
thistles.  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman 
need  disturb  himself  about  it,  because 
Secretary  Stevens  said  that  he  was  go¬ 
ing  to  examine  it,  he  did  examine  it, 
and  concluded  that  the  facts  at  this 
time  did  not  warrant  that  proposal. 

Mr.  O'HARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman.  The  gentleman  will  recall 
that  some  weeks  ago  I  telephoned  him 
when  there  was  such  a  report  in  Chicago, 
and  asked  him  about  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  want  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  who  represents  the  city 
of  Chicago  for  being  so  alert.  I  have 
always  known  that  he  was  right  here  on 
the  job  and  his  inquiry  substantiates 
my  conclusion. 
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Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there 
are  no  further  questions,  I  reserve  the 
balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  in  his  usual  forceful  and 
comprehensive  fashion,  has  covered 
every  major  element  of  the  bill  and  there 
is  little  that  I  can  add  to  his  statement. 

I  would  like  to  join  him,  however,  in 
directing  the  attention  of  every  Member 
of  the  House  to  the  report  on  the  bill, 
for  in  it,  as  Chairman  Vinson  has  said, 
one  can  find  about  every  important  as¬ 
pect  of  the  bill  dealt  with  in  detail  suf¬ 
ficient  for  a  quick  understanding  of  the 
program. 

The  Air  Force  portion  of  the  bill  is  just 
about  equal  to  the  Army  and  Navy  por¬ 
tions  combined.  This  is  understandable 
since  it  is  a  new  service  and  one  which  is 
in  the  process  of  building  up.  The  other 
services  have  had  their  bases  of  opera¬ 
tion  and  their  physical  facilities  for  many 
years. 

I  would  like,  therefore,  to  devote  a  little 
time  to  a  discussion  of  the  Air  Force  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill,  and  specifically  to  the 
Air  Defense  Command  mission  of  the 
Air  Force. 

During  the  past  4  years  the  Com¬ 
munists  have  built  up  a  military  strength 
without  parallel  in  history.  They  have 
created  a  whole  new  air  force  in  Red 
China  and  have  made  it  the  fourth  most 
powerful  in  the  world.  They  have  made 
achievements  in  nuclear  development  al¬ 
most  equal  to  our  own.  They  have  pa¬ 
raded  numbers  of  new  medium  jet  bomb¬ 
ers  and  a  new  long-range  jet  bomber 
comparable  to  the  best  in  our  Air  Force. 
They  have  kept  the  world’s  largest  stand¬ 
ing  army  at  peak  strength,  and  never  re¬ 
laxed  their  vigilance  in  the  training  of 
their  units. 

In  Korea  they  showed  us  that  their 
pilots  could  fight,  and  that  they  had  a 
first-rate  plane  to  fight  with.  There  is 
evidence  that  they  are  putting  vast  re¬ 
sources  into  guided  missile  production 
and  into  the  development  of  an  inter¬ 
continental  ballistic  missile  with  suf¬ 
ficient  range  to  destroy  targets  in  the 
United  States.  In  countless  ways  they 
have  indicated  that  they  are  preparing 
for  war,  and  are  not  adverse  to  engag¬ 
ing  in  it.  They  constantly  create  irri¬ 
tants  on  the  international  political  scene 
that  try  our  patience,  and  test  our  for¬ 
bearance.  They  show  no  volition  to  live 
at  peace  with  the  world,  but  consistently 
follow  a  philosophy  that  recognizes  war 
as  a  natural  state. 

In  a  world  now  divided  between  those 
nations  who  support  us  in  our  efforts  for 
peace,  and  those  nations  that  look  to  the 
Soviets  for  guidance  in  national  as  well 
as  international  policy,  we  have  no 
alternative  but  to  prepare  against  ag¬ 
gression  they  may  commit  against  us. 
We  know  what  happened  in  1917,  what 
happened  in  1941,  and  we  know  how 
peace  was  violated  in  1950.  We  know 
also  that  at  none  of  these  times  were  we 
truly  prepared  for  the  war  we  were 
compelled  to  wage. 


From  our  knowledge  of  the  past,  how¬ 
ever,  we  have  learned  a  lesson  we  must 
henceforth  remember.  That  lesson  is 
that  the  best  way  to  avoid  war  is  to  have 
available  those  forces  and  weapons  which 
will  insure  complete  and  final  defeat  of 
any  aggressor  who  attacks  us.  By  our 
own  preparedness  we  can  make  aggres¬ 
sion  an  enterprise  of  disaster  for  any 
potential  enemy.  The  Air  Force  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
is  based  solidly  on  that  premise. 

The  missions  of  the  Air  Force  com¬ 
mands,  established  by  Act  of  Congress, 
are  well  known.  The  mission  of  the  Air 
Defense  Command  is  to  provide  Air 
Forces  for  the  air  defense  of  the  United 
States  and  to  coordinate  all  operations 
pertaining  thereto.  Such  operations  are 
conducted  by  the  Continental  Air  De¬ 
fense  Command,  a  joint  command,  in¬ 
cluding  elements  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  under  single  control;  by  the 
Alaskan  Air  Command  and  the  North¬ 
east  Air  Command  in  the  Western  Hem¬ 
isphere,  and  by  such  theater  commands 
as  the  Far  East  Air  Forces  and  the  United 
States  Air  Forces  in  Europe. 

It  is  not  surprising  that  in  appropria¬ 
tions  for  military  construction,  the 
largest  amount  called  for,  next  to  the 
request  for  the  Strategic  Air  Command, 
are  for  the  Air  Defense  Command  and  its 
related  activities,  the  Aircraft  Control 
and  Warning  System,  in  the  United 
States,  in  Canada,  and  elsewhere. 

The  share  for  the  Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand  of  the  continental  United  States 
program  amounts  to  almost  17  percent. 
The  money  appropriated  will  permit 
initiation  of  construction  on  two  new 
bases — one  in  Florida  and  one  in  Wis¬ 
consin — and  provide  a  second  increment 
at  the  six  new  interceptor  bases  initially 
authorized  last  year. 

In  addition  to  base  construction,  these 
funds  will  permit  the  construction  of 
rocket  assembly  and  storage  buildings 
for  strange  new  types  of  weapons  that 
are  rapidly  becoming  familiar  in  the 
modern  arsenal — rockets  and  guided 
missiles.  These  weapons  must  be  stored 
on  the  flight  line  in  order  to  be  available 
when  needed.  In  addition,  we  must  have 
storage  with  certain  temperature  and 
humidity  controls  and  special  facilities 
for  processing  missiles  from  dead  to  live 
storage.  The  development  of  new  weap¬ 
ons  is  an  expensive  thing.  The  providing 
of  facilities  for  their  employment  is  also 
expensive.  But  the  national  security 
does  not  permit  us  to  cavil  at  the  ex¬ 
pense.  America  must  be  defended. 

As  with  the  Strategic  Air  Command, 
facilities  for  personnel  are  important  to 
the  success  of  the  mission  of  the  com¬ 
mand.  Buildings  for  the  readiness  crews 
are  as  important  to  the  success  of  the 
Air  Defense  Command’s  mission  as  are 
the  planes  the  crews  must  fly.  Time  re¬ 
quired  to  place  an  interceptor  mission 
in  the  air  must  be  held  to  a  minimum. 
Crews  on  ready  status  must  remain  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  their  aircraft 
for  extended  periods  of  time.  The  build¬ 
ings  provided  for  them  must  have  a  diet 
kitchen,  and  sleeping  quarters,  and  re¬ 
creational  quarters  of  a  modest  sort. 
These  buildings  are  their  homes,  for  a 
good  part  of  their  service  lives. 


Family  housing  must  also  be  provided. 
In  an  emergency,  immediate  and  maxi¬ 
mum  readiness  is  jeopardized  by  crews 
having  to  travel  long  distances  from 
home  to  duty  posts.  The  family  housing 
which  the  Air  Defense  Command  seeks 
funds  to  build  is  essential,  not  only  from 
the  personnel  or  welfare  point  of  view, 
but  also  because  it  will  allow  crews  to  be 
close  to  their  planes  and  stations,  even 
when  they  are  not  on  duty  in  the  readi¬ 
ness  buildings.  The  modern  airman 
must  live  close  to  his  plane. 

Part  of  the  authority  requested  is  for 
construction  of  taxiways  and  airfield 
pavements  necessary  to  increase  the  op¬ 
erational  effectiveness  of  each  base. 
Part  is  for  airfield  lighting,  to  provide 
the  necessary  illumination  to  accommo¬ 
date  sustained  bad  weather  and  night 
operations  at  each  fighter  interceptor 
base.  Part  is  for  additional  maintenance 
facilities.  All  funds  are  requested  to 
permit  the  Air  Force  to  take  full  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  latest  developments  in  all 
the  fields  of  research,  and,  as  quickly  as 
new  methods  or  procedures  are  perfected, 
to  integrate  them  into  the  overall  defense 
system. 

But  the  first  step  in  the  air  defense  of 
the  United  States  is  to  provide  the  com¬ 
bat  elements  with  sufficient  warning  of 
an  impending  attack  to  enable  them  to 
intercept  and  destroy  hostile  forces  be¬ 
fore  such  forces  reach  the  line  for  their 
bomb  release.  To  accomplish  this,  a  se¬ 
ries  of  radar  warning  systems  are  either 
in  being  or  under  construction.  The 
most  northern  of  those  scheduled  is  com¬ 
monly  referred  to  as  the  DEW  line — or 
“Distant  early  warning  line” — which 
runs  across  the  Arctic.  There  is  also  the 
Mid-Canada  System,  operated  to  a  large 
extent  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
Within  the  United  States  proper,  an  ex¬ 
tensive  radar  system  is  being  constructed. 
Two  other  radar  systems  operated  by  the 
Air  Force  further  extend  the  zone  of  cov¬ 
erage  and  provide  additional  protection. 
The  first  of  these  is  an  airborne  opera¬ 
tion  hundreds  of  miles  off  our  ocean 
coastlines;  the  second  consists  of  fixed 
radar  stations  on  “Texas  towers”  being 
constructed  on  shoals  approximately  75 
miles  off  the  eastern  coast  of  the  United 
States.  But  all  these  systems,  though 
separate  in  nature,  are  coordinated  by 
the  Continental  Air  Defense  Command 
and  are  part  of  Air  Defense  Command 
operations. 

So  in  the  request  for  funds  for  mili¬ 
tary  construction  for  this  command  there 
are  two  sizable  items — $100  million  for 
aircraft  control  and  warning  system  in 
the  continental  United  States  and  $98 
million  for  continental  defense  located 
outside  the  continental  United  States. 

With  this  money  the  Air  Force  can 
complete  facilities  at  31  permanent  sites. 
It  will  be  able  to  place  equipment  on  74 
unattended  sites  in  the  United  States 
and  additional  ones  in  Canada.  It  will 
be  able  to  build  a  fifth  “Texas  tower”  to 
provide  seaward  extension  of  contiguous 
coverage  off  the  northeast  Atlantic  Coast, 
and  it  will  be  able  to  do  necessary  con¬ 
struction  work  on  the  DEW  line  to  insure 
implementation  of  this  line  to  meet  the 
established  operational  date. 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


7927 


The  ramparts  we  watch  are  no  longer 
within  our  sight,  but  they  must  be 
watched  with  a  vigilance  that  keeps  them 
under  our  control  and  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  enemy.  The  Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand  defends  our  homes  by  not  permit¬ 
ting  the  enemy  to  make  our  cities  and 
our  homes  the  targets  for  their  bomb 
drops.  There  are  no  more  important 
items  in  the  military-construction  pro¬ 
gram  than  the  items  for  construction  of 
the  required  facilities  of  the  Air  Defense 
Command.  America  must  be  defended, 
but  the  defense,  if  it  is  not  also  to  involve 
destruction  of  our  cities,  must  be  kept 
as  remote  as  possible  from  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  knows  of 
my  continuing  interest  in  the  Grandview 
Airport  near  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  see  there  is  an  appro¬ 
priation  here  for  the  Grandview  Airbase. 
Can  the  gentleman  tell  me  whether  the 
Continental  Air  Command  has  ever  been 
moved  to  that  base? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  has  not  been  moved. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  insist  that  it  be  done  since  that  was 
the  basis  of  arguments  in  favor  of  spend¬ 
ing  millions  for  the  construction  of  this 
base. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  doubt  very  seriously 
if  it  will  be  done  this  session  or  next 
session. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Or  the  next  session? 

Mr.  VINSON.  But  with  the  learned 
gentleman’s  constant  observation  and 
persistence  I  am  satisfied  something  will 
be  accomplished.  Anticipating  that  the 
gentleman  was  going  to  inquire  about 
Grandview  I  have  had  a  little  brief  pre¬ 
pared  on  Grandview,  and  I  will  be  glad 
to  read  it  or  to  insert  it  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  personal  comment  but  I  am  also 
interested  in  the  spending  of  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  knew  the  gentleman 
was  going  to  bring  up  Grandview  so  I 
had  this  statement  prepared. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  may  be  allowed  to  insert 
his  statement  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  statement  referred  to  follows: 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Mo. 

As  you  know,  Grandview  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  was  selected  because 
of  its  central  location  in  the  United  States 
for  the  headquarters  of  the  Central  Air  De¬ 
fense  Force,  and  because  of  the  necessity 
of  establishing  a  base  for  fighter -interceptor 
squadrons  for  protection  of  the  huge  Wichi- 
ta-Kansas  industrial  area.  In  addition,  the 
Air  Force  proposed  to  move  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  the  Continental  Air  Command 
from  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Y.,  to  Grand¬ 
view.  On  January  1,  1952,  Grandview  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport  was  leased  by  the  Air  Force 
for  a  period  of  25  years  for  the  sum  of  $1. 
The  donation  in  fee  of  the  Grandview  Air 


Terminal  to  the  United  States  Government 
was  authorized  by  the  city  of  Kansas  City 
at  the  November  1952  election. 

Headquarters,  Continental  Air  Command, 
was  never  moved  to  Grandview  because  of 
a  decision  by  the  Air  Force  that  Mitchel  Air 
Force  Base  was  not  economically  expandible 
for  conversion  to  a  modern  tactical  air  base. 
Consequently,  to  obtain  maximum  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  our  large  pre-World  War  II  invest¬ 
ment  at  Mitchel,  it  has  been  retained  as  an 
administrative  base  and  utilized  by  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Air  Command. 

At  the  present  time,  Grandview  Air  Force 
Base  is  the  headquarters  of  the  Central  Air 
Defense  Force.  This  defense  force  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  air  defense  of  that  portion  of 
the  United  States  located  between  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  and  the  Rocky  Mountains.  In 
addition,  a  fighter-interceptor  wing,  large 
communications  center.  Air  Reserve  activity 
and  a  segment  of  the  A.  C.  and  W.  Radar 
Network  are  located  on  Grandview  Air 
Force  Base. 

The  total  amount  of  construction  author¬ 
ized  for  this  installation  through  fiscal  year 
1955  is  $19.3  million.  Total  amount  of  funds 
applied  to  this  authorization  through  fiscal 
year  1955  is  $15.6  million. 

The  fiscal  year  1956  military  construction 
program  contains  line  items  in  the  amount 
of  $3,402,000  for  future  construction. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  no  further  requests  for  time  on  this 
side. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Knox]  may  insert 
his  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KNOX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
speak  in  opposition  to  H.  R.  6829,  which 
carries  authorization  for  $12,148,000  for 
the  proposed  jet  base  set  forth  in  the  bill 
as  Traverse  City  area.  I  do  favor  the 
selection  by  the  Air  Base  Command  of  a 
site  in  northern  Michigan.  The  selec¬ 
tion  of  this  site  has  become  a  very  con¬ 
troversial  issue,  as  many  of  the  Members 
of  Congress  are  aware  that  the  first  site 
selected  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  Mr.  Talbott,  was  in  Grand 
Traverse  County. 

There  were  objections  raised  by  the 
Interlochen  Music  Camp,  operated 
jointly  by  the  University  of  Michigan 
and  the  State  of  Michigan,  under  the 
directorship  of  Dr.  Maddy.  The  second 
site  was  selected  in  Benzie  County, 
which  was  objected  to  by  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  because  of  interfer¬ 
ence  with  the  Interlochen  Music  Camp. 
There  were  several  other  sites  offered  by 
communities  for  the  construction  of  the 
proposed  jet  base. 

Secretary  Talbott  then  selected  Cadil¬ 
lac  as  the  location  of  the  base.  I  believe 
it  be  to  a  well-known  fact  that  consid¬ 
erable  opposition  generated  throughout 
the  Congress  and  in  the  communities  be¬ 
cause  of  this  selection. 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations 
then  directed  Secretary  Talbott  to  sub¬ 
mit  justifications  for  the  selection  of  the 
Cadillac  site  which  resulted  in  a  resur¬ 
vey  of  the  Cadillac  site,  and  a  site  known 
as  Kalkaska  site,  14  miles  from  down¬ 
town  Traverse  City,  and  any  other  sites 
that  the  Secretary  believed  to  be  desira¬ 


ble  for  the  construction  of  the  base.  The 
results  of  the  resurvey  were  made  known 
to  the  House  Military  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  and  a  copy  of  the  com¬ 
munication  was  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services.  The  com¬ 
munication  from  Secretary  Talbott  to 
the  House  Military  Appropriations  Sub¬ 
committee  stated  that  he  had  eliminated 
the  proposed  Benzie  site,  known  as  the 
Homestead  site,  because  of  its  nearness 
to  the  Interlochen  Music  Camp,  and 
further  stated  “the  remaining  two  sites 
are  both  satisfactory  in  operational  as¬ 
pects.”  Talbott  reported  that  although 
the  initial  construction  cost  at  Kalkaska 
site  is  estimated  at  about  9  percent  less 
than  Cadillac,  he  felt  that  the  location 
of  Cadillac  City,  only  a  few  miles  from 
the  base  site,  provided  readily  available 
community  support  that  would  outweigh 
this  differential  in  original  cost,  basing 
his  opinion  on  the  fact  that  the  city  of 
Cadillac  can  take  care  of  additional  Air 
Force  dependents  with  existing  schools 
and  recreational  facilities.  Talbott  fur¬ 
ther  stated  “This  is  not  the  case  at  Kal¬ 
kaska.” 

I  believe  the  Secretary  was  well  aware 
that  there  never  was  any  intent  that 
the  village  of  Kalkaska  was  able  to  ab¬ 
sorb  any  great  influx  of  children  in  their 
public  schools,  but  he  has  not  given 
credit  to  the  availability  of  the  fine 
schools,  churches,  and  recreational  fa¬ 
cilities  offered  at  Traverse  City.  The 
Secretary  stated  that  it  is  approximately 
18  miles  from  the  Kalkaska  site  to  Trav¬ 
erse  City.  This,  of  course,  is  excessive, 
and  the  actual  mileage  would  be  14 
miles. 

Now,  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Congress,  using  the  Secretary’s  own 
words  in  this  statement  to  the  congres¬ 
sional  committees,  that  he  admits  that 
the  Kalkaska  site  and  Cadillac  site  are 
both  satisfactory  in  operational  aspects. 
The  Secretary  further  points  out,  and  he 
has  served  notice  on  the  Congress  that 
the  site  he  has  selected  at  Cadillac  will 
cost  9  percent  more  to  build  than  at 
Kalkaska. 

Now  let  us  take  a  look  and  see  just 
how  much  money  is  involved  in  this  9 
percent  which  is  the  Secretary’s  own 
percentage  figure.  With  the  approval 
of  the  bill  now  pending  before  the  House, 
the  amount  of  money  involved  would  be 
$12,148,000,  so  at  9  percent  of  this  figure 
the  Congress  could  save  the  Government 
$1,093,320,  by  constructing  the  base  at 
the  Kalkaska  site.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Congress  is  ready  to  appropriate 
$1,093,320  more  to  construct  the  base  in 
one  locality  than  it  would  cost  in  another 
locality  as  long  as  the  Secretary  is  in 
complete  agreement  that  the  base  at  the 
lower  figure  is  satisfactory  for  opera¬ 
tions. 

We  are  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  the 
Air  Force  has  a  base  at  Kinross,  Mich., 
which  is  18  miles  south  of  Sault  Ste.  Ma¬ 
rie,  Mich.;  Sault  Ste.  Marie  being  the 
supporting  town  for  educational,  relig¬ 
ious,  and  recreational  facilities.  Last 
summer,  Maj.  Gen.  Joe  W.  Kelly  re¬ 
quested  that  I  contact  the  people  and  the 
organizations  of  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
area  to  determine  their  willingness  to 
cooperate.  This  I  did  and  met  with  100 
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percent  approval  for  establishing  a  per¬ 
manent  base  at  Kinross  along  with  the 
expansion  program.  If  there  is  justifi¬ 
cation  for  the  Air  Force  to  expand  an 
airbase  18  miles  from  the  supporting 
city,  then  I  can  see  no  justification  for 
the  Air  Force  to  object  to  constructing  a 
base  14  miles  from  the  supporting  city, 
which  in  this  case  would  be  Traverse  City 
supporting  the  Kalkaska  site  with  a  di¬ 
rect  saving  of  $1,093,320  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

In  conclusion  I  repeat  that  the  Air 
Force  Secretary,  Mr.  Talbott,  has  served 
due  and  sufficient  notice  upon  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  the  site  at  Kalkaska  is  satis¬ 
factory  and  comparable  to  Cadillac  as 
far  as  operations  are  concerned,  and  fur¬ 
ther  serves  notice  upon  the  Congress  that 
the  project  will  cost  $1,093,320  more  to 
build  at  Cadillac  than  it  would  at  Kal¬ 
kaska. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  serving 
notice  on  the  Congress  that  I  am  opposed 
to  the  reckless  spending  of  public  funds 
when  such  spending  in  my  opinion  can¬ 
not  be  justified  or  produce  greater  ac¬ 
complishments  in  behalf  of  the  Air  Force, 
but  merely  to  satisfy  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  who  has  produced  no  sane  jus¬ 
tification  to  make  such  a  request  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Baldwin]. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  just 
wanted  to  take  this  opportunity  to  thank 
the  members  of  the  committee,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  and  the  ranking 
minority  member  for  the  very  kind  and 
sympathetic  consideration  they  gave  to 
problems  which  came  up  in  this  bill 
which  affect  the  people  of  the  district  in 
California  which  I  represent. 

There  was  one  proposal  which  came 
before  the  committee,  which,  had  it  been 
approved  by  the  committee,  would  have 
surrounded  and  isolated  a  town  of  3,000 
people,  the  town  of  Port  Chicago,  Calif. 
The  committee  was  kind  enough  to  give 
consideration  to  many  resolutions  of  the 
county  organizations  and  to  the  people 
of  the  town  involved  and  to  strike  the 
particular  proposal  from  the  record.  Let 
me  say  I  think  it  was  a  very  considerate 
position  that  the  committee  took  to  rec¬ 
ognize  the  problems  of  local  communi¬ 
ties  such  as  Port  Chicago. 

There  is  another  proposal  in  the  bill, 
in  county,  also  in  my  district,  the  West 
Coast  Ammunition  Terminal.  It  is  my 
understanding  after  talking  with  the 
chairman  and  the  ranking  minority 
member  that,  although  this  proposal  is 
included  in  this  bill,  before  final  action 
is  taken  to  acquire  the  property  involved 
for  the  West  Coast  Ammunition  Ter¬ 
minal,  a  subcommittee  of  this  commit¬ 
tee  will  be  going  to  California  this  fall 
and  the  subcommittee  will  inspect  this 
pi'operty  proposed  to  be  acquired  by  the 
West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  the 
Real  Estate  Subcommittee  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  I  think  that  is  the 
situation,  and  I  ask  the  chairman  if  I 
have  made  an  accurate  statement  of  my 
understanding. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  from 
California  has  made  an  accurate  state¬ 
ment.  I  may  say  that  in  the  matter  of 
acquisition  of  land,  as  no  doubt  the 


Members  well  know,  while  it  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  in  this  bill,  and  money  may  be 
appropriated,  yet  before  the  Government 
purchases  the  land  it  must  again  be 
scrutinized  by  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  and  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  of  the  Senate.  So  when 
the  subcommittee  goes  out  to  look  at  the 
situation  in  regard  both  to  Port  Chicago 
and  the  West  Coast  Ammunition  Ter¬ 
minal  they  will  take  those  two  subject 
matters  into  consideration  and  advise  the 
committee,  before  1  foot  of  land  is  ac¬ 
quired. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  that  statement  and  that  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  CederbergL 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  requested  this  time  to  make  an  ob¬ 
servation  regarding  the  family  housing 
situation  at  some  of  our  military  instal¬ 
lations  in  England  and  in  the  European 
theater.  I  realize  that  the  members  of 
this  committee  have  gone  into  the  situa¬ 
tion  very  thoroughly,  but,  having  been  a 
member  of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  handling  mili¬ 
tary  construction  features,  we  visited 
some  of  these  installations  last  year. 

The  housing  situation  at  these  bases, 
for  instance  Dreux  and  Evreux  in  France, 
were  deplorable.  While  I  realize  we  have 
a  guaranteed  housing  program  in  that 
theater,  especially  in  France,  my  observa¬ 
tion  was  that  it  is  not  working.  It  seems 
impossible  to  get  guaranties  for  housing 
in  any  areas  except  such  as  Paris  or 
some  of  the  large  metropolitan  areas. 
When  we  go  into  some  of  these  smaller 
communities  where  we  have  these  bases 
nearby  we  find,  as  far  as  our  airmen  are 
concerned,  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
bring  their  families  there  and  give  them 
the  kind  of  housing  they  are  entitled  to. 

As  I  said  before,  I  realize  this  is  a 
problem  that  has  complexities,  not  the 
least  of  which  are  agreements  between 
the  foreign  countries  in  which  they  are 
located  and  ourselves,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  give  serious  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  building  of  these  family  units 
on  the  airbase  at  a  given  location.  It 
seems  to  me  impossible  for  these  people 
to  live  under  the  conditions  that  we  ex¬ 
pect  them  to. 

I  wonder,  Mr.  Chairman,  has  the  com¬ 
mittee  given  any  consideration  to  the 
locating  of  family  housing  at  some  of 
these  out-of-the-way  airbases,  for  in¬ 
stance,  on  the  particular  base  itself? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  may  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  that  that  has  been 
a  subject  matter  that  is  constantly  be¬ 
fore  the  committee.  We  are  constantly 
giving  close  scrutiny  to  it.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  subcommittees  have  been  over 
there  at  least  once  or  twice  during  the 
recess  trying  to  ascertain  what  is  the 
proper  thing  to  do.  You  must  recognize 
the  fact  that  in  dealing  with  that  ques¬ 
tion  there  is,  for  instance,  one  phase  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in¬ 
volved  and  another  phase  the  rental 
guaranty  program.  The  gentleman 
may  rest  assured  that  the  committee 
is  conscious  of  it  and  is  giving  the  mat¬ 
ter  all  the  consideration  we  possibly 
can. 


Mr.  CEDERBERG.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  re¬ 
minded  of  a  question  that  might  be 
asked  at  this  time  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  I  overheard  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  mention  that  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  bill  is  additional  author¬ 
ization  for  instruments  on  the  six  new 
fighter  interceptor  bases  that  were  au¬ 
thorized  originally  last  year.  Of  course, 
included  in  the  original  six  is  a  very 
controversial  one  in  the  State  of  the 
gentleman  now  adressing  the  House.  I 
wonder  whether  the  committee  did  not 
have  some  hesitancy  about  granting  ad¬ 
ditional  authorization  to  the  Michigan 
base  where  this  controversy  is  very  warn 
at  the  present  time  with  reference  to 
whether  or  not  a  site  has  been  agreed 
upon  where  these  additional  authorized 
structures  are  to  be  placed. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  as  far  as  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  is  concerned,  we  have  been 
advised  that  the  Secretary  is  definitely 
reaffirming  his  views  in  selecting  Cadil¬ 
lac  as  an  area  referred  to  in  connection 
with  the  Traverse  City  area.  I  have  my 
personal  views,  but  nevertheless  those 
are  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  The  chair¬ 
man  then  has  more  faith  in  the  repeated 
confirmation  of  this  site  than  he  had  in 
the  repeated  confirmation  of  the  sites 
that  were  given  last  year. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  I  can  say  is  that  the 
Secretary  advised  the  committee  in  writ¬ 
ing  that  he  had  reaffirmed  after  further 
examination  his  previous  choice,  and 
reached  the  conclusion  that  Cadillac  was 
the  place  where  he  was  going  to  place 
it.  Of  course,  if  I  had  been  making  the 
selection,  somebody  might  not  agree  with 
it,  but  that  is  how  it  stands. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  It  v/as  on 
that  basis,  then,  that  the  further  au¬ 
thorization  for  this  site  was  included  in 
this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  with  reference 
to  the  Traverse  City  area  arrangement. 
They  laid  it  out  in  broad  language,  and 
then  the  Department  goes  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  says 
that  he  has  selected  Cadillac  as  the 
place.  We  do  not  pinpoint  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will 
reluctantly  vote  for  this  bill  which  calls 
for  the  appropriation  of  nearly  $2  y2 
billion. 

I  have  the  feeling,  that  there  is  alto¬ 
gether  too  much  fat  in  this  military 
construction  bill  but  it  is  wellnigh  im¬ 
possible  for  a  Member  of  Congress  who 
is  not  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  to  know  where  reductions 
can  properly  be  made. 

I  cannot  understand  why,  for  instance, 
funds  should  be  authorized  for  the 
building  of  a  new  Navy  aviation  train¬ 
ing  facility  in  Texas  when  the  perma¬ 
nently  constructed  facility  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  stands  unused  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa. 

Since  becoming  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress,  I  have  voted  for  practically  all 
appropriations  that  have  been  requested 
for  the  building  of  this  Nation’s  defenses. 
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but  I  want  it  understood  now  that  these 
costs  have  got  to  decrease  in  terms  of 
new  installations.  If  there  is  the  proper 
construction  and  housekeeping,  these 
bills  can  be  drastically  reduced  and  that 
is  exactly  what  must  occur  if  this  Nation 
is  to  remain  solvent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  being  no 
further  requests  for  time,  the  Clerk  will 
read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

Title  I 

Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisi¬ 
tion,  construction,  coversion,  rehabilitation, 
or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works  in  respect  of  the  following 
projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap¬ 
purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment: 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Technical  services  facilities 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md.:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  S.  Dak.:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $78,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Ky.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities, 
$1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pa.:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colo.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Red  River  Arsenal,  Tex.:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $140,000. 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Ala.:  Research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facilities  and  community  facili- 
tis,  $2,865,000. 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Ill.:  Operational  and 
mantenance  facilities,  $347,000. 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Ill.:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  N.  Y.:  Commun¬ 
ity  facilities,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  Calif.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  N.  Mex.: 
Troop  supporting  facility,  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  N.  Mex.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Ga. :  Storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  N.  J.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Va.:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  medical  facility,  storage  facilities, 
training  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,- 
589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tenn.:  Family 
housing,  $99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pa.: 
Family  housing.  $568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  Calif.:  Utilities  and 
family  housing.  $337,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Md.:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Md.:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop 
housing,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities  and 
family  housing,  $1,129,000. 


Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest 
Chemical  Depot),  Ark.:  Land  acquisition, 
$3,000. 

Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colo.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $773,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  HI.:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz.:  Airfield  pavements, 
community  facilities,  storage  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $4,648,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Ky.:  Maintenance 
facility,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  N.  J.:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $615,000. 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  Calif.:  Troop 
housing,  maintenance  facility,  and  family 
housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pa. :  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  Calif.:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,- 
298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Va.:  Community 
facilities,  storage  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Md.:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,- 
608,000. 

Grante  City  Engineer  Depot,  Ill.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage 
facilities  and  utilities,  $1,146,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  N.  Y.:  Utilities,  $1,- 
055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  S.  C.: 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Va.:  Troop  housing,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical 
facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  La.:  Storage  fa¬ 
cility,  $117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  Calif.:  Community 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Va.:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  Calif.: 
Dredging  and  land  acquisition,  $12,860,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Tex.: 
Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Tex.:  Hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash.:  Hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  D.  C.: 
Hospital  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  and  training  facilities,  $7,632,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Mass.:  Troop  housing,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,275,000. 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J.:  Community  facilities,  med¬ 
ical  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  N.  Y. :  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,- 

000. 

Fort  Niagara,  N.  Y.:  Storage  facilities, 
$209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  N.  Y.:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Md.:  Troop  housing,  $612,- 

000. 

Fort  Knox,  Ky.:  Troop  housing,  training 
and  administrative  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 


maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Md.:  Community 
facilities,  training  and  medical  facilities,  and 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $923,- 
000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Ga.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Ga.:  Community  facilities, 
$261,000. 

Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.:  Medical  facilities, 
$8  million. 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala.:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
611,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Ala.:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Ga.:  Troop  housing,  storage 
facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex.:  Troop  housing,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Tex.:  Troop  housing,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Tex.:  Troop  housing 
and  operational  facilities,  $805,000. 

Fort  Sill,  Okla.:  Community  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,- 
053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colo.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield 
pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operation¬ 
al  and  maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Mich.:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $145,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kans.:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Ill.:  Family  housing, 
$1,268,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Wash.:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash.:  Troop  housing  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,275,000. 

Presidio  of  Monterey,  Calif.:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  Calif.:  Community  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.:  Liquid 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  Calif.: 
Community  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Ariz.:  Family  housing, 
$709,000. 
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(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  N.  T.: 
Community  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 
(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 
Sandia  Base,  N.  Mex.:  Family  housing, 

$1,231,000.  _ 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,- 
014,000. 

(Tactical  Installations) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,- 
000. 

(Rehabilitation) 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  fa¬ 
cilities  for  family  housing,  $2,661,000. 

Outside  continental  United  States 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,638,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and 
storage  facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities 
and  liquid  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $266,- 
000. 

Fort  Richardson:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utili- 
tes,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier:  community  facilities,  and  oper- 
a tonal  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,- 
000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) :  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  community  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  fa¬ 
cilities  for  family  housing,  $1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 
Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting, 
and  medical  facilities,  operational,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  administrative  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition 
and  resettlement,  $43,983,000,  of  which  sum 
the  total  amount  available  for  resettlement 
may  be  paid  in  advance  to  the  Government 
of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,- 
000. 

Camp  O’Donne!,  Philippine  Islands:  Util¬ 
ities,  $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and 
community  facilities,  $3,162,000. 

Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Sta¬ 
tion  :  Hawaii :  Community  facilities  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $363,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone:  Family  housing, 
$2,350,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  housing, 
$5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  or  develop  classified 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utili¬ 
ties  and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of 
$223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au¬ 
thorized  through  the  construction,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and 
equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities 
damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  toal  amount  of 
$10  million. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows : 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Field  Forces  Facilities”  (Second 
Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 


“Fort  Knox,  Ky.:  Training  buildings  and 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
utilities,  $11,411,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Fort  Knox,  Ky.:  Training  buildings  and 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  utilities,  $9,411,000.” 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Technical  Service  Facilities” 
(Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
follows : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.:  Operational  facilities  and  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $731,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  and  Forest  Glen,  Md.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  $2,731,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  so  much  there¬ 
of  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “(Signal  Corps)”  in 
section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting 
station,  vicinity  of  Woodbridge,  Va.:” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting 
station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Md.:” 

Trim  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  Navy  is  author¬ 
ized  to  establish  or  develop  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects, 
which  include  site  preparation,  appurte¬ 
nances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 
Shipyard  facilities 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Mass.:  Utilities 
and  replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton, 
Wash.:  Drydock  facilities,  $200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Md.: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $14,- 
302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.  C.:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  S.  C.: 
Site  preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  Calif.: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  sandblasting  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,553,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Va. :  Replacement 
of  wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory.  New 
London,  Conn.:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Pana¬ 
ma  City,  Fla. :  Administrative  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  facilities,  heli¬ 
copter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  waterfront  facilities,  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  drydock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego, 
Calif.:  Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  Calif.: 
Utilities,  $629,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  Calif.:  Wa¬ 
terfront  facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,369,000. 

Fleet  base  facilities 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia: 
Family  housing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Fla.: 
Utilities,  $72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  R.  I.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Nava!  base,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  pavement,  utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $9,972,000. 
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Naval  station,  Orange,  Tex.:  Personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  Calif.:  Utilities. 
$57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. :  Personnel  facilities  and  utilities, 
$3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Wash.:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $3,024,000. 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oreg. : 
Personnel  facilities,  $92,000. 

Aviation  facilities 
'  (Naval  Air  Training  Station) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange 
Grove  area,  Tex.:  Airfield  pavements  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,487,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barln  Field, 
Foley,  Ala.:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station.  Chase  Field, 
Tex.:  Storage  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.: 
Navigational  aids,  training  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Ga.:  Aircraft, 
station  and  equipment  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kans. :  Utili¬ 
ties,  $81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Tex.: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  storage  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tenn.:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla.:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  plans  and  specifications  for  air¬ 
craft  overhaul  and  repair  facilities,  $3,453,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station:  Port  Isabel, 
Tex.:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
fuel  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage 
and  ordnance  faclities,  security  facilities, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station.  New  Iberia, 
La.:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  fuel  storage  and  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $24,- 
361,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Whiting  Field, 
Fla.:  Family  housing,  $385,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  Calif.:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  seadrome  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  seawall,  dredging,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  N.  J.:  Stor¬ 
age  facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field, 
Calif.:  Family  housing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Fla. :  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  covered  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  fa¬ 
cilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security 
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facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro, 
Calif.:  Ordnance  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nev.: 
Operational  facilities,  community  facilities, 
family  housing,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$1,172,700. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Fla.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station.  Key  West,  Fla.:  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport, 
Fla.:  Waterfront  facilities,  communication 
facilities,  family  housing,  and  security  fa¬ 
cilities,  $812,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  Calif.:  Storage 
facilities,  training  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  ar  station,  Moffet  Field,  Calif.:  Fuel 
pipeline  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  and 
operational  facilities,  $2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,,  training  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties  and  land  acquisition,  $5,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Va.:  Airfield 
pavement,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,- 
000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  R.  I.:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  Calif.:  Train¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Fla.: 
Family  housing,  $188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  N.  C.:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Wash.: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval 
County,  Fla.:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,087,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beau¬ 
fort,  S.  C.:  Airfield  pavements,  communica¬ 
tions  facilities,  navigational  aids,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point, 
N.  C.:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  am¬ 
munition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  Calif.: 
Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities,  com¬ 
munication  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Eden- 
ton,  N.  C.:  Family  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Fla.: 
Land  acquisition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave, 
Calif. :  Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  family  housing,  $2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  N.  C.: 
Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilites,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $2,762,000. 

(Special  purpose  air  stations) 

Naval  air  facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H. 
Towers  Field,  Annapolis  area,  Md.:  Opera¬ 


tional  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  and  station 
maintenance  facilities,  communication  fa¬ 
cilities,  cold  storage  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  petroleum  storage  facilities,  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  and  land  acquisition,  $16,900,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague, 
Va. :  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $2,858,- 
000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern, 
Calif.:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
$2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  and  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Md.: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  oil  storage  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center.  Point  Mugu, 
Calif.:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munication  facilities,  and  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Mass.: 
Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 

Naval  photographic  interpretation  center, 
Suitland,  Md. :  Operational  and  photographic 
preservation  facilities,  $2,345,000. 

Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and 
obstruction  removal,  for  flight  clearance, 
$23  million. 

Supply  facilities 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Fla. :  Family 
housing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  R.  I.:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  warehouse  freight  elevators, 
and  (at  Cheatham  Annex)  highway  crossing 
and  land  acquisition,  $777,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  Calif.:  Utili¬ 
ties,  and  easement,  $62,000. 

Marine  Corps  facilities 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Ga.: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold- 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow, 
Calif.:  Storage  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  security  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  N.  C.: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,059,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island, 
S.  C.:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base.  Camp  Pendleton, 
Calif.:  Utilities,  $648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot.  Annex  No.  3, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Va.:  Cov¬ 
ered  and  ammunition-storage  facilities,  med¬ 
ical  facilities,  training  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$9,357,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego, 
Calif.:  Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine 
Palms,  Calif.:  Family  housing,  $47,300. 

Ordnance  facilities  ( 

Naval  ammunition  depot.  Charleston, 
S.  C.:  Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chin¬ 
coteague,  Va.:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Tex.:  Research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  N.  J.: 
Refrigerated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 


Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  Calif. : 
Ordnance  and  ammunition  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $514,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne, 
Nev.:  Barricaded  sidings,  and  utilities, 
$1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Md.: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,107,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern, 
Calif.:  Community  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport,  Wash.: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Ky.: 
Ordnance  drawings  storage  facilities, 
$927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Ga.:  Ord¬ 
nance  manufacturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  New¬ 
port,  R.  I.:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine.  Port  Chicago,  Calif.: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  St.  Juliens  Creek, 
Va.:  Utilities,  $420,000. 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal 
Beach,  Calif.:  Waterfront  facilities, 

$1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker, 
Ark.:  Barricaded  transfer  depot  facilities, 
$765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory.  White  Oak, 
Md.:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,976,000. 

Naval  mine  depot,  Vorktown,  Va.:  Ammu¬ 
nition  storage  and  testing  facilities,  $113,000. 

Service  school  facilities 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md.:  Utilities, 
cadet  housing,  and  fill  in  Dewey  and  Santee 
Basins  in  Severn  River,  $11,467,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Md.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station.  Charleston,  S.  C.: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  Calif.: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam 
Neck,  Va.:  Training  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $1,942,000. 

Naval  training  center.  Great  Lakes,  Ill.: 
Training  facilities,  family  housing,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $8,038,800. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Md.: 
Personnel  facilities,  $780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey, 
Calif.:  Personnel  facilities,  $119,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pa.: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth, 
N.  H.:  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 

Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  Calif.: 
Training  facilities,  $2,753,000. 

Medical  facilities 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda, 
Md.:  Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed 
Forces  Medical  Library,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Mass.:  Family 
housing,  $192,800. 

Naval  hospital.  Corona,  Calif.:  Family 
housing,  and  conversion  of  existing  struc¬ 
tures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $162,100. 

Naval  hospital.  Great  Lakes,  Ill.:  Plans 
and  specifications  for  certain  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Fla.:  Retain¬ 
ing  wall,  $46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Conn.: 
Medical  research  facilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pa.:  Utilities, 
$60,000. 

Communications  facilities 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Va.:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $436,000. 

Office  of  naval  research  facilities 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  D. 
C.:  Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,- 
000. 
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Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay 
Annex,  Randle  Cliffs.  Md.:  Research  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $52,000. 

Yards  and  docks  facilities 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davis- 
ville,  R.  I.:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Utilities, 
$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port 
Hueneme,  Calif.:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement 
of  water  pollution,  including  the  acquisition 
of  land,  $15,149,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
Shipyard  facilities 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $57,000. 

Fleet  base  facilities 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $1,835,000. 

Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba :  Utili¬ 
ties,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands: 
Personnel  facilities,  medical  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  and  family  housing,  $15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities:  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family 
housing,  $6,540,800. 

Aviation  facilities 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana 
Islands:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  personnel  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland: 
Operational  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugl,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station.  Bermuda,  British  West  In¬ 
dies:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $91,- 
000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine 
Islands:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  earthwork,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba: 
Fuel  pipeline  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $975,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay, 
T.  H. :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family 
housing,  $2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall 
Islands:  Communication  facilities,  ammu¬ 
nition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Island,  T.  H.:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities  and  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and 
storage  facilities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility.  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Cold-storage  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto 
Rico :  Operational  facilities  and  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  $3,721,000. 

Naval  station.  Sangley  Point,  Philippine 
Islands:  Family  housing,  $522,900. 

Supply  facilities 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana 
Islands:  Waterfront  facilities  and  storage 
facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay, 
Cuba:  Cold-storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center.  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.: 
Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $270,000. 


Ordnance  facilities 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  T.  H.: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and 
barricades,  $1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan: 
Personnel  facilities,  $66,000. 

Service  school  facilities 

Fleet  training  center.  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.: 
Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

Medical  facilities 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Community  facilities,  $269,000. 

Communication  facilities 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak, 
Alaska:  Communication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan; 
Communication  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak, 
Alaska:  Site  preparation,  communication 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine 
Islands:  Communication  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $8,061,500. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Port 
Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

Yards  and  docks  facilities 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone: 
Utilities,  and  acquisition  of  family  housing, 
$3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  classified 
naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  con¬ 
version,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  in¬ 
cluding  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in 
the  total  amount  of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is 
authorized  through  the  construction,  re¬ 
habilitation  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facili¬ 
ties  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount 
of  $6  million. 

Title  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is 
hereby  authorized  to  establish  or  develop 
Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works  in  respect  of  the 
following  projects,  which  include  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities, 
equipment  and  facilities: 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Air  Defense  Command 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Fort  My¬ 
ers,  Fla.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minn.: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colo. :  Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vt.: 
Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting, 
and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash.:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,716,000. 


Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,706,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $16,608,000. 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis, 
Pa.:  Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael, 
Calif.:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte 
Marie,  Mich.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette, 
Mich.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Kla¬ 
math  Falls,  Oreg.:  Airfield  pavements,  relo¬ 
cation  of  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Wash.: 
Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  commun¬ 
ity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,959,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tenn.: 
Airfield  pavements,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port,  Minneapolis,  Minn.:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport, 
Wilmington,  Del.:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  N.  Y.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
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facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Mass.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
messing  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  Calif.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Wash.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle, 
Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Mich.:  Airfield  pavements,  communications 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  and  messing  facilities,  $343,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  N.  Y .: 
Navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhamp- 
ton,  N.  Y.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis.:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Mich.: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Ariz.:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $2,107,000. 

Air  Materiel  Command 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Ala.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

GrifiBss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  N.  Y.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
$2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Tex.: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facil¬ 
ities,  aircaft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,945,000. 


McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
Calif.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino, 
Calif.:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pa.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $21,264,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Ga.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications  and  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport, 
Maine:  Fuel  storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.:  Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio: 
Utilities,  $305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$18,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,- 

000. 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Fla.: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  and 
navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  research,  devel¬ 
opment  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,966,000. 

Air  Training  Command 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Tex.: 
Training  facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Tex.:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  util¬ 
ities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  HI.: 
Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Ala.:  Airfield 
pavements,  troop  housing,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Tex.: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyo.:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  $1,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo, 
Tex.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Miss. : 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force, 
Gulfport,  Miss.:  Acquisition  of  land  and 
facilities,  $313,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Tex.: 
Communications  and  navigational  aids  and 
troop  housing,  $446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco, 
Tex.:  Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Tex.:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Tex.: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colo.:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Ariz.: 
Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,557,- 
000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Calif.: 
Communications  and  navigational  aids, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 
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McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kans.: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Ga.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $4,- 
322,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Tex.: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base.  San  Antonio, 
Tex.:  Troop  housing,  $549,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Tex.: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,076,- 
000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Ill.:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 
Tex.:  Messing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nev.:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Fla.: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $478,- 
000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Okla.:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Tex.: 
Shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,- 
000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Ariz.: 
Operational  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  $1,045,000. 

Air  University 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Ala.: 
Troop  housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Ala.: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,661,000. 

Continental  Air  Command 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Calif.: 
Land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Tex.: 
Troop  housing,  $590,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Ga.: 
Airfield  pavements,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$758,000. 

Mitchell  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  N.  Y.: 
Airfield  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells, 
Tex.:  Operational  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $331,000. 

Headquarters  Command 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.: 
Personnel  facilities,  $520,000. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
Md.:  Medical  facilities,  and  personnal  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston, 
S.  C.:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Del.:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,073,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown, 
N.  J.:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach, 
Fla.:  Operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
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facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$818,000. 

St.  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information. 
Center,  St.  Louis,  Mo.:  Administrative  facili- 
ties,  $861,000. 

Research  and  Development  Command 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Fla.:  Land 
acquisition,  $1,000. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Calif.: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  research,  develop¬ 
ment  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford, 
Conn.:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
$22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  N. 
M?x.:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  utilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland 
Auxiliary  No.  1),  Clark,  Nev.:  Operational 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$555,500. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  N. 
Mex.:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford, 
Mass.:  Airfield  pavements,  communications 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  research  and  development 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects 
Laboratory,  Mount  Washington,  N.  H. :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Fla.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research 
and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development, 
and  operational  facilities,  $20  million. 

Strategic  Air  Command 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Tex.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Okla.:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utlities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport, 
La.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Tex.: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso.  Tex.:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $2,427,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Ky.: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,- 
975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $2,322,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  Calif.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $4,453,000. 


Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton, 
Okla.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  faclities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Miss.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson, 
Ariz.:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  medical  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acqusition,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $11,155,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak. :  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $11,168,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Wash.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $1,707,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kans.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facl¬ 
ities,  and  shop  facilities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Tex.:  Troop 
housing,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Mont.:  Airfield  pavements,  communications, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Fla.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base  Savannah,  Ga. :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,- 
115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles, 
La.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebr.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock, 
Ark. :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, 
Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 


facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $8,- 
571,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine: 
Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $2,930,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Fla.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,251,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  Calif.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain 
Home,  Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  community  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebr.:  Utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Fla.: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilties,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg, 
N.  Y.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $21,- 
988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
N.  H.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Mo.: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facil¬ 
ities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facil¬ 
ities,  and  family  housing.  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kans.: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  Calif.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $2,125,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Ga.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.: 
Airfield  pavements,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $5,259,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls, 
Mass.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $7,716,000. 

Tactical  Air  Command 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  La.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities. 
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operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Okla.: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Ark.:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  training 
facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Kill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Ind.: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  N.  Mex.: 
Training  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  S.  C.: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facili¬ 
ties,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,403,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Tex.:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  family  housing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  Calif.: 
Airfield  pavements,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Va.: 
Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash.: 
Airfield  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle 
Beach,  S.  C.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications  and  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$6,303,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  N.  C.: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tenn.: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Golds¬ 
boro,  N.  C.:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispen¬ 
sing  facilities,  communications  and  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Adr  Force  Base,  Sumter,  S.  C.:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,035,000. 

Special  facilities 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $387,000. 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facili¬ 
ties,  communications  and  navigational  aids, 
operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alaskan  Air  Command 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,307,000. 


Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
and  storage  facilities,  $518,000. 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,- 
000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,510,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,863,000. 

Caribbean  Air  Command 
Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone :  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $163,000. 

Far  East  Air  Forces 

Various  locations :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $42,017,000. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service 
Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston 
Island:  Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  and  navigational  aids, 
$2,991,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$11,393,000. 

Northeast  Air  Command 
Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

Strategic  Air  Command 
Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $2,149,000. 

United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 
Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $234,996,000. 

Area  control  navigational  aids 
Various  locations:  Communications  and 
navigational  aids,  $526,000. 

Special  facilities 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $293,000. 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system 
Various  locations :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  communications,  nav¬ 
igational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  harbor  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is 
authorized  through  the  construction,  reha¬ 
bilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  prep¬ 


aration,  apppurtenances,  and  related  utili¬ 
ties  and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace 
facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $5  million. 

Sec.  303.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force 
Base,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Strategic  Air  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,750,000.” 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air 
Force  Range,  Tex.,  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Strategic  Air  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$607,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000.” 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck -Minot  area. 
North  Dakota,  under  the  heading  "Continen¬ 
tal  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  De¬ 
fense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Bis- 
marck-Minot  area.  North  Dakota”  and  “$6,- 
494,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot 
Site,  North  Dakota"  and  "$12,124,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area.  North 
Dakota,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area. 
North  Dakota”  and  “$7,055,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  “Grand  Forks  Site,  North 
Dakota”  and  "$10,903,000”;  respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City 
area,  Mont.,  under  the  heading  "Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  De¬ 
fense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas¬ 
gow-Miles  City,  area,  Montana”  and  “$8,- 
391,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Glas¬ 
gow  Site,  Montana”  and  "$10,660,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport, 
Marquette,  Mich.,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  "$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$9,949,000”. 

(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$8,635,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000.” 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force 
Base,  Houston,  Tex.,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,478,000.” 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base, 
Big  Springs,  Tex.,  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,- 
000.” 

( j)  with  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$4,303,000”  and  "$2,183,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,- 
615,000”,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wright -Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$6,849,000.” 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan 
Station,  Atlantic  City.  N.  J.,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  "$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"$285,000.” 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan 
Station,  Nantucket,  Mass.,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  "Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  "$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “$224,000.” 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan 
Station,  Pescadero,  Calif.,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  "Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section 
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301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “$224,000.” 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Qon- 
solan  Station,  Point  Conception,  Calif., 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand”  in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$232,000.” 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof 
delete  the  amounts  “$389,125,000”  and 
“$398,954,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
amounts  “$405,176,000”  and  “$415,005,000,” 
respectively. 

Sec.  304.  Classified  location:  The  authority 
granted  by  section  302,  of  the  act  of  July 
14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to  the  extent  of 
$8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of 
family  housing. 

Title  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  Defense,  act¬ 
ing  through  the  Secretary  of  a  military  de¬ 
partment,  is  authorized  to  provide  family 
housing  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  and  certain  commissioned  officers 
and  enlisted  personnel  attached  to  his  staff 
by  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of  5 
units  of  family  housing,  and  protected  com¬ 
munication  facilities,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  equipment, 
administration,  overhead,  planning,  and 
supervision. 

Sec.  402.  Appropriations  available  to  the  , 
military  departments  are  hereby  made  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000. 

Title  V 

Sec.  501.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  is  authorized  to  provide  for  a  head¬ 
quarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intel¬ 
ligence  Agency  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at 
a  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $6  million,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  buildings,  facilities,  appurte¬ 
nances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $50  million. 

Title  VI 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  601.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  respectively  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  or 
development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of  this  act,  and  the  Director 
of  Central  Intelligence  is  authorized  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  Headquarters  Installa¬ 
tion  as  authorized  by  title  V  of  this  act, 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended, 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  ap¬ 
proval  of  title  to  underlying  land,  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this 
act  of  the  Secretary  of  a  military  depart¬ 
ment  to  provide  family  housing  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary 
concerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  be  necessary  in 
connection  therewith.  The  authority  to  es¬ 
tablish  or  develop  such  installations  and 
facilities  shall  include,  in  respect  of  those 
installations  and  facilities  as  to  which  family 
housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  speci¬ 
fied  in  titles  I,  II,  III,  IV,  and  V  of  this  act, 
authority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire 
lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto  or 
therein,  including  the  temporary  use  there¬ 
of,  by  donation,  purchase,  exchange  of  Gov¬ 
ernment-owned  lands,  or  otherwise,  and  to 
place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held 
in  fee  or  under  lease  or  under  other  tem¬ 
porary  tenure. 

Sec.  602.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of  money  as  may 
be  necessary  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of 
this  act,  but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I: 
Inside  continental  United  States,  $238,778,- 
000;  outside  continental  United  States,  $78,- 


334,000;  section  102,  $223,993,000;  section 
103,  $10  million;  or  a  total  of  $551,105,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
II:  Inside  continental  United  States,  $331,- 
607,200;  outside  continental  United  States, 
$107,191,300;  section  202,  $151,342,400;  sec¬ 
tion  203,  $6  million;  or  a  total  of  $596,140,- 
900; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
HI:  Inside  continental  United  States,  $709,- 
480,000;  outside  continental  United  States, 
$450,973,000;  section  302,  $5  million;  or  a 
total  of  $1,165,453,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
IV:  $300,000. 

(5)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
V:  $56  million. 

Sec.  603.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs 
enumerated  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  act 
may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  varied  upward  by  5  percent  in 
the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental 
United  States,  and  10  percent  in  the  case  of 
projects  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall 
not  exceed  the  total  of  all  amounts  specified 
in  respect  of  projects  in  such  title. 

Sec.  604.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  act  shall  be  available 
for  expenses  incident  to  construction,  in¬ 
cluding  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  605.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  Public  Law 
245,  82d  Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts 
made  pursuant  to  this  act  with  respect  to 
the  establishment  or  development  of  mili¬ 
tary  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign 
countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying 
out  of  the  provisions  of  this  act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Comptroller  General  have  agreed  upon  al¬ 
ternative  methods  for  conducting  an  ade¬ 
quate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  President 
is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from 
the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  82d 
Congress. 

Sec.  606.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  the  authorization 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  awarded,  so 
far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the  na¬ 
tional  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby 
and  if  such  award  is  consistent  with  the 
provision  of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  607.  Section  407  of  the  Public  Law 
765,  83d  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  407.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  au¬ 
thorized,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  con¬ 
struct,  or  acquire  by  lease  of  otherwise, 
family  housing,  in  addition  to  family  hous¬ 
ing  otherwise  authorized  to  be  constructed 
or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of 
the  $100  million  through  the  use  of  foreign 
currencies  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and 
Assistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  83d 
Cong.)  or  through  other  commodity  trans¬ 
actions  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  reim¬ 
burse  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for 
such  family  housing  in  a  dollar  amount 
equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  used  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  this  section.  For  the  purpose  of 
such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise 
available  for  the  construction  of  military 
public  works. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish 
to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  3  months  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  setting  forth  the 


cost,  number,  and  locaion  of  housing  units 
constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  this  section  during  the 
3 -month  period  preceding  the  date  of  such 
report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost,  number, 
and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended 
to  be  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to 
such  authority  during  the  next  succeeding 
quarter.” 

Sec.  608.  All  housing  units  constructed 
under  the  authority  of  this  act  shall  be 
subject  to  the  net  floor  area  permanent  lim¬ 
itations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  act  of 
June  12,  1948  (62  Stat.  375),  or  in  section  3 
of  the  act  of  June  16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459), 
other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third  pro¬ 
visos  thereof:  Provided,  That  such  limita¬ 
tions  shall  not  apply  to  the  unit  of  family 
housing  authorized  by  title  IV  of  this  act  for 
the  use  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  nor  shall  the  limitations  on  the  cost 
of  family  housing  that  are  prescribed  by 
section  608  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Appropriation  Act,  1956  (H.  R.  6042)  apply 
with  respect  to  such  units  of  family  housing. 

Sec.  609.  When  housing  units  are  con¬ 
structed  under  the  authority  of  this  act  at 
installations  at  which  housing  units  shall 
have  been  constructed  and  a  mortgage  there¬ 
on  insured  by  the  Federal  Housing  Com¬ 
missioner  pursuant  to  title  VIII  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  may,  upon  application  by  the 
mortgagor,  accept  on  behalf  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  mortgagor’s  title  to  or  leasehold 
interest  in  the  housing  units  and  underlying 
land,  subject  to  the  outstanding  mortgage 
thereon,  and  assume  the  payments  there¬ 
after  becoming  due  under  any  such  out¬ 
standing  mortgage  and  the  cost  of  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  thereafter  accruing 
with  respect  to  such  housing  units.  Such 
housing  units  shall  thereafter  be  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  concerned  may  utilize  appropria¬ 
tions  otherwise  available  for  construction  of 
military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of 
any  outstanding  mortgage  assumed  by  the 
Government. 

Sec.  610.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authori¬ 
zations  for  military  public  works  projects  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  mili¬ 
tary  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military, 
naval,  or  Air  Force  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties,  and  all  authorizations  for  appropria¬ 
tions  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  acts 
approved  prior  to  October  1,  1951,  and  not 
superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later 
authorization  are  repealed,  except  (1)  au¬ 
thorizations  for  public  works  and  for  ap¬ 
propriations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in 
such  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  gen¬ 
eral  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  mili¬ 
tary  public  works  projects  as  to  which 
appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obli¬ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1, 
1956.  and  authorizations  for  appropriations 
therefor,  and  (3)  the  authorizations  with 
respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in 
the  National  Defense  Facilities  Act  of  1950 
(64  Stat.  829). 

Sec.  611.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155, 
82d  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated,  without  fiscal  year  limita¬ 
tion,  funds  for  advance  planning,  construc¬ 
tion  design,  and  architectural  services  in 
connection  with  public  work  projects  which 
are  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.” 

Mr.  VINSON  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill).  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  read  and  open  to  amendment, 
and  that  the  bill  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  in  its  entirety  at  this  point. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  much  in¬ 
terested  in  the  statistics  which  have  re¬ 
cently  been  published  by  the  Pentagon 
concerning  contract  awards  to  the  100 
largest  prime  contractors.  You  will  re¬ 
member  than  on  January  11,  1954,  the 
Department  of  Defense  issued  a  report, 
cumulative  in  nature,  showing  data  on 
contracts  made  during  the  period  July 
1950  through  June  1953. 

The  report  showed  that  a  total  of  $98,- 
723,000,000  had  been  awarded  in  prime 
contracts  during  the  period.  It  showed 
that  64  percent  or  $63,165,000,000  had 
been  awarded  to  100  companies  and  cor¬ 
porate  groups. 

It  showed  that  the  General  Motors 
Corp.,  through  32  of  its  divisions,  had 
contracts  amounting  to  $7,095,800,000, 
or  7.2  percent  of  the  $98.7  billion  total. 

The  next  nine,  in  order  of  rank,  were: 


Company 

Millions 

of 

dollars 

Percent 

of 

total 

Boeing  Airplane  Co... . 

General  Electric  Co _ . _ 

$4, 402.  9 
3, 459.  2 
2,  867.  8 
2,  816.  4 

2, 199.  9 
2, 152. 1 

2, 072. 1 

1,  931.  6 

4.4 

3.6 

2.  9 

2.  8 

2.  2 

2.2 

2.  1 

North  American  Aviation,  Inc . 

2.0 

Republic  Aviation  Corp.. _ 

1,  877.  7 

1.9 

Significantly,  this  report  carried  a 
blocked-in  space  which  reads: 

This  is  the  final  issue  in  this  series  of  re¬ 
ports,  which  has  covered  3  fiscal  years  of 
expanded  procurement  activity  following  the 
start  of  the  Korean  conflict.  The  report  is 
being  discontinued  for  economy  reasons. 

During  the  remainder  of  1954,  despite 
many  requests  for  current  information 
on  the  large  prime  contractors,  the  Pen¬ 
tagon  failed  to  make  this  information 
available  to  the  public. 

On  May  16,  1955,  the  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Defense — Supply 
and  Logistics — issued  an  “Analysis  of 
large  military  prime  contractors  in  the 
period  from  July  1,  1953  to  December  31, 
1954.”  The  transmittal  letter  explained 
that  this  report  is  for  the  18-month  pe¬ 
riod  only  and  is  not  cumulative  as  the 
former  reports  had  been.  About  $16 
billion  in  contracts  had  been  awarded 
and  the  10  largest  contractors  with  their 
percentages  of  the  total,  $16  billion, 
follow : 


Company 

Millions 

of 

dollars 

Percent 

of 

total 

United  Aircraft  Corp . 

$1,  061.  4 

6.5 

Douglas  Aircraft  Co.,  Inc... . 

1,041.8 

6.4 

North  American  Aviation,  Inc . 

910.  2 

5.6 

Hoeing  Airplane  Co.  . . . 

764.9 

4.7 

Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp . 

740.8 

4.  5 

(leneral  Dynamics  Corp . 

597.9 

3.7 

(Jrumman  Aircraft  Engineering _ 

377.  1 

2.3 

Curtiss- Wright  Corp . . 

340. 1 

2.  1 

Republic  Aviation  Corp... . 

329.5 

2.0 

Hughes  Tool  Co.. . 

313.3 

1.9 

Now,  I  do  not  know  why  the  format 
of  the  report  was  changed.  General 


Motors,  for  example,  lost  its  preeminence 
and  was  dropped  from  the  No.  1  rank¬ 
ing  on  the  January  11,  1954  report  to 
almost  obscurity  on  the  May  16,  1955 
report.  Actually,  I  would  think  that  the 
former  chairman  of  the  General  Motors 
Corp.  would  have  been  hurt  at  this  drop 
in  rank  and  prestige  with  his  well-known 
economic-political  philosophy  on  “what 
is  good  for  what.”  When  I  read  that 
report  my  heart  really  went  out  in  sym¬ 
pathy  for  General  Motors.  I  could  not 
understand  why  Charles  Wilson  as  Sec¬ 
retary  Wilson  should  discriminate 
against  this  company.  But  as  we  view 
the  real  statistics  the  picture  is  different. 
So  that  the  statistics  might  be  consist¬ 
ent,  I  have  added  the  last  report  to  the 
former  and  have  again  made  the  rank¬ 
ings  on  a  cumulative  basis.  For  the 
period  from  July  1,  1950  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1954,  the  total  awards  were 
$115,060,200,000.  The  order  of  ranking 
of  the  10  largest  is  as  follows: 


Cumulative  total 


Company 

Millions 
of  dollars 

Percent 

General  Motors  Corp.  .,  ... 

7,  036. 9 
5, 167.  8 
3,  909.6 
3,  877.  8 
3,  672.  5 
2, 892. 9 
2,841.  8 

6.8 

4.  49 

Boeing  Airplane  Co. _ 

Douglas  Aircraft  Co.,  Inc _ _ ..... 

3.  4 

United  Aircraft  Corp _ _ _ 

3.3 

General  Electric  Co . . . . . 

3. 19 

Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp__ . . 

2.  5 

North  American  Aviation,  Inc _ 

2.  4 

Curtiss- Wright  Corp _ _ _ 

2,086.3 

1, 765. 3 

1.8 

American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Co . . . 

1.  5 

Ford  Motor  Co.. . . . 

1,  663.2 

1.4 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  It  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding,  and  it  was  brought  out  in 
general  debate  during  the  $31  *4  billion 
appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of 
Defense,  that  85  percent  of  these  con¬ 
tracts  are  let  by  negotiation  and  not  by 
competitive  bids;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words.  I  do 
this  simply  to  ask  the  majority  leader — 
so  what?  General  Motors  today  has 
more  than  10  percent  of  all  the  machin¬ 
ery  of  these  industries  producing  war 
goods.  If  we  want  to  get  our  war  goods 
produced  and  produced  on  time,  shall  we 
ignore  the  largest,  most  efficient  indus¬ 
trial  producing  company  in  the  world 
and  say,  “Because  you  are  so  large  we 
cannot  give  you  anything  at  all;  we  will 
go  out  and  organize  new  companies  to 
produce  these  goods  with  consequent  de¬ 
lay,  and  so  forth?” 

In  my  opinion  that  is  all  nonsense.  I 
am  sure  you  will  find  that  the  contracts 
let  for  war  production  will  be  let  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  size  of  these  industries 
that  will  be  named.  This  one,  being  the 
largest,  we  will  say  will  have  7  percent; 
this  one,  being  the  next  largest,  we  will 
say  will  have  5  percent;  and  so  on  down 
the  line. 

What  is  wrong  with  that?  That  is  the 
reason  this  administration  has  men  who 
know  how  to  get  things  done  when  we 
need  them  done. 


7937 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  First  of  all, 
I  want  to  raise  the  question  as  to  the 
appropriateness  of  the  remarks  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
McCormack]  during  this  military  con¬ 
struction  bill.  I  am  sure  those  com¬ 
panies  he  mentioned  are  not  involved, 
and  are  not  going  to  be  involved  in  the 
construction  that  this  bill  contemplates. 
Secondly,  I  want  to  correct  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Bass]  which  statement  he  has  made 
on  this  floor  a  number  of  times  and  com¬ 
pounded  his  error  by  the  repetition,  that 
85  percent  of  the  defense  contracts  are 
let  on  a  basis  of  negotiation. 

One  particular  phase  of  the  aircraft 
program  was  mentioned  on  this  floor  as 
being  done  upon  that  basis.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee  wants  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  opening  up  the 
many  complicated  phases  of  aircraft  re¬ 
search  and  development  and  materiel 
development  in  the  field  of  aircraft  pro¬ 
curement  to  anyone  who  desires  to  bid, 
whether  they  be  foreign,  whether  they  be 
American,  whether  they  be  responsible 
or  otherwise,  that  will  be  his  responsi¬ 
bility. 

I  have  not  heard  anything  on  the  floor 
to  indicate  that  he  is  so  much  interested 
in  competitive  free  enterprise  in  this 
country  to  be  sure  he  would  want  to  do 
that.  In  fact,  some  of  the  things  he  had 
to  say  in  connection  with  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  affecting  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  and  the  contracts  relating  to 
it  here  a  couple  of  weeks  ago  led  me  to 
question  seriously  whether  he  really  is 
interested  in  free  competitive  enterprise 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  remarks,  and  I  end  up  by  saying. 
So  what? 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  no  intention  of 
drawing  this  into  a  personal  debate. 
However,  since  the  gentleman  has  seen 
fit  to  question  my  authority  and  my  mo¬ 
tives  regarding  certain  statements  I  have 
made  on  the  floor  I  feel  that  I  should 
rise  to  defend  myself. 

It  always  seems  to  be  a  point  of  per¬ 
sonal  defense  against  any  subject  being 
discussed  to  attack  anyone  who  seems  to 
be  interested  in  TVA.  I  am  proud  to  be 
recognized  among  the  TVA  adherents.  I 
would  like  to  invite  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  to  come  down  and  inspect 
that  great  development  sometime,  and 
perhaps  he  would  learn  a  few  things  that 
he  does  not  know  about  this  great  coun¬ 
try  of  ours. 

As  far  as  the  85-percent  figure  is  con¬ 
cerned  that  I  gave  on  the  floor  here 
under  direct  questioning  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon],  the 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  De¬ 
fense  Appropriations,  he  made  the  state¬ 
ment  that  85  percent  of  the  money  spent 
under  that  bill  for  material  procure¬ 
ment  was  through  negotiation.  As  far 
as  competitive  bidding  is  concerned  to 
the  aircraft  companies,  and  so  forth  re- 
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Iating  to  security  I  picked  up  a  news¬ 
paper  the  other  day  and  saw  where  the 
Russians  already  had  all  of  the  engineer¬ 
ing  plans  and  the  scale  drawing  of  an 
airplane  that  was  classified  as  absolutely 
secret  by  our  Defense  Department,  and 
they  had  had  it  for  some  4  months  and 
it  had  been  published  in  a  newspaper  in 
Russia. 

I  believe  we  have  but  a  very  small 
percentage  of  our  defense  appropriation 
spent  on  secret  materiel.  Under  those 
conditions,  I  believe  it  should  be  nego¬ 
tiated.  I  agree  with  the  majority  leader. 
I  do  not  know  particularly  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  should  be  awarded  7  per¬ 
cent  of  our  defense  contracts  simply  be¬ 
cause,  as  I  have  heard  said,  they  have 
a  negotiator  on  each  side  of  the  table. 
At  any  rate,  I  firmly  believe  we  could 
save  at  least  10  to  15  percent  of  the 
money  we  spend  on  defense  every  year 
if  our  contracts  were  awarded  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  amuses  me  to 
see  how  sensitive  some  Members  are 
when  you  mention  the  name  of  General 
Motors,  when  you  simply  state  the  facts 
to  show  that  they  still  are  the  largest 
prime  contractor  on  defense  contracts 
by  far,  by  at  least  33  y3  percent  above 
the  next  company. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Dealing  in 
the  same  type  of  enterprise. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  ask,  “So 
what?”  What  about  the  small  inde¬ 
pendent  businessmen  of  this  country? 
What  about  them?  How  much  are  they 
being  awarded?  What  consideration  are 
they  receiving  as  a  result  of  these  large 
contracts?  How  much  are  they  cut  down 
in  their  contracts? 

What  about  the  mergers  going  on, 
more  mergers  by  300  percent  during  any 
one  of  the  last  3  years  than  took  place 
in  the  largest  year  during  the  two  de¬ 
cades  prior  to  that?  Those  are  some 
of  the  questions  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  my  friend  Mr.  Mason,  should 
also  consider.  So  when  we  take  the 
floor  to  tell  the  facts  in  cumulative  form 
showing  that  General  Motors  has  not 
been  discriminated  against,  my  good 
friend  gets  very  sensitive;  and  the  more 
he  gets  sensitive  the  better  I  like  it. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  We  do  not 
want  General  Motors  to  be  discrim¬ 
inated  against,  certainly  not,  but  at  the 
same  time  we  do  not  want  other  com¬ 
panies  to  be  discriminated  against. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  at  all  sensi¬ 
tive  about  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  was  not 
referring  to  me  when  he  used  those 
terms.  But  I  do  not  like  to  see  errors 
compounded  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
by  people  who  are  not  acquainted  with 
the  facts.  I  am  just  as  sure,  as  I  am  of 
the  fact  that  I  am  standing  here,  and  I 
happen  to  serve  on  the  same  subcommit¬ 
tee  and  heard  the  same  information 
which  the  gentleman  from  Texas  did, 
and  the  statement  made  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  was  entirely  correct 


about  the  85  percent  because  it  related 
to  the  aircraft  procurement  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense.  Shortly  there¬ 
after,  under  circumstances  that  did  not 
permit  correction  at  that  particular  mo¬ 
ment,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  who 
just  addressed  the  House  referred  to 
five-sixths  of  the  entire  $32  %  billion  ap¬ 
propriation  in  the  Defense  Department 
appropriation  bill,  something  that  was 
ridiculous  on  its  face.  There  is  too  much 
in  that  amount  which  is  not  contracted 
for  at  all,  which  cannot  be  a  matter  of 
negotiation. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  happy 
to  yield  to  the  gentleman  so  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  can  correct  himself. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  I  referred  to 
that  part  of  it  which  is  used  for  mate¬ 
rial  and  procurement. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Then,  if 
you  had  not  made  a  statement  about  the 
five-sixths  of  $31 V2  billion,  you  would 
have  been  correct.  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
you  are  correcting  the  impression  that 
you  created  in  the  statement  made  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  in  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  permit  me  to  say,  of  course, 
we  realize  that  part  of  the  $31%  billion 
is  for  salaries  of  personnel  and  many 
other  things.  I  am  talking  about  that 
part  of  the  $311/2  billion  which  is  spent 
for  material  and  procurement. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  glad 
to  give  the  gentleman  an  opportunity  to 
correct  himself. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  34,  line  18,  strike  out  the  colon 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the 
following:  "Air  base  to  be. known  as  ‘Richard 
Bong  Air  Force  Base’.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have 
accepted  that  amendment,  and  I  would 
suggest  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  that  at  this  point  he 
insert  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  out¬ 
standing  achievements  of  this  great 
aviator. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  real  privilege 
and  an  honor  for  me  to  suggest  that  the 
Greater  Milwaukee  area  air  base  pro¬ 
posed  for  Kansasville,  Wis.,  which  is  in 
my  congressional  district,  should  be  des¬ 
ignated  as  the  Richard  Bong  Air  Force 
Base  in  honor  of  this  Wisconsin  boy  who 
was  an  ace  of  aces  in  World  War  II.  He 
achieved  the  greatest  combat  record  for 
destroying  enemy  air  planes  during  the 
war  in  the  Pacific  of  any  other  American. 

It  is  fitting  and  proper,  therefore,  that 
I  propose  an  amendment  to  H.  R.  6829, 
which  would  authorize  the  establishment 
of  this  base,  and  which  when  completed 
will  bear  the  name  of  this  outstanding 
Wisconsin  hero. 

I  am  indebted  to  the  distinguished 
Chairman  of  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee,  Mr.  Vinson,  for  his  approval 


'June  27 

of  my  amendment  and  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  minority  leader  on  the  Republi¬ 
can  side  [Mr.  Short]  for  a  similar  cour¬ 
tesy  which  he  has  extended. 

Mr.  Chairman,  under  leave  to  extend 
my  remarks  I  am  setting  down  for  pos¬ 
terity  a  statement  of  the  military  service 
of  Richard  Ira  Bong,  who  was  born  on 
the  24th  day  of  September  1920,  at  Super¬ 
ior,  Wis.,  and  whose  mother  and  father 
still  reside  at  Poplar,  Wis. 

Aviation  cadet.  May  29,  1941;  second  lieu¬ 
tenant,  AC,  Reserve,  January  9,  1942;  first 
lieutenant,  Army  of  the  United  States,  AC, 
AprU  6,  1943;  first  lieutenant.  Army  of  the 
United  States,  August  9,  1943;  captain.  Army 
of  the  United  States,  AC,  August  24,  1943; 
captain,  Army  of  the  United  States,  February 
24,  1944;  major,  Army  of  the  United  States, 
AC,  April  12  1944;  major.  Army  of  the  United 
States,  August  1,  1944;  first  lieutenant,  AC, 
Reserve,  January  9,  1945. 

Rating:  Pilot. 

SERVICE 

Richard  Ira  Bong  enlisted  In  the  Regular 
Army  at  Wausau,  Wis.,  on  May  29,  1941,  in 
the  grade  of  flying  cadet.  He  was  assigned 
service  number  16022192  and  transferred  to 
Tulare,  Calif.,  where  he  completed  his  pri¬ 
mary  pilot  training  on  August  16,  1941. 
From  August  19,  1941,  until  October  31,  1941, 
he  was  assigned  to  Gardner  Field,  Calif., 
receiving  his  basic  pilot  training.  He  re¬ 
ceived  his  advance  pilot  training  at  Luke 
Field,  Ariz.,  from  November  4,  1941,  to 
January  9,  1942,  on  which  date  he  was  com¬ 
missioned  a  second  lieutenant  in  the  Air 
Corps  Reserves,  and  rated  pilot. 

After  receiving  his  commission  he  was  im¬ 
mediately  called  to  extended  active  duty  with 
the  Air  Corps  and  given  an  assignment  as 
flying  instructor  at  Luke  Field,  Ariz.  On 
May  2,  1942,  he  was  transferred  to  Hamilton 
Field,  Calif.,  for  combat  training  in  P-38 
type  aircraft.  Successfully  completing  this 
transition  training  early  in  September  1942 
he  was  alerted  for  foreign  service  and  de¬ 
parted  the  United  States  via  air  for  duty  in 
the  Pacific  area.  Upon  arrival  in  Australia 
he  was  assigned  to  the  9th  Fighter  Squad¬ 
ron,  49th  Fighter  Group,  as  combat  fighter 
pilot.  On  November  14,  1942,  he  was  re¬ 
assigned  to  the  39th  Fighter  Squadron,  35th 
Fighter  Group  and  destroyed  5  enemy  air¬ 
craft  before  being  returned  to  the  9th  Fighter 
Squadron  on  January  11,  1943.  He  tion- 
tinued  as  fighter  pilot  with  this  organiza¬ 
tion  flying  P-38  type  aircraft  until  November 
11,  1943,  when  he  was  given  60  days  leave 
and  reassigned  to  Headquarters,  5th  Fighter 
Command  in  New  Guinea  as  Assistant  A-3 
in  charge  of  replacement  airplanes.  While 
holding  this  assignment  Major  Bong  con¬ 
tinued  flying  combat  missions  and  increased 
his  individual  total  enemy  aircraft  destroyed 
to  28. 

In  April  1944,  he  was  returned  to  the 
United  States  and  assigned  to  the  Matagorda 
Peninsula  Bombing  Range,  Foster  Field, 
Tex.,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and 
checking  on  the  latest  gunnery  methods  and 
instructions.  In  September  1944,  Major 
Bong  returned  to  his  assignment  with  the 
5th  Fighter  Command  in  the  Pacific  Area 
and  was  placed  in  charge  of  gunnery  train¬ 
ing  with  that  organization.  In  addition  to 
his  duties  as  gunnery  instructor,  though  not 
required  or  expected  to  perform  combat  duty, 
he  voluntarily  flew  30  more  combat  missions 
over  Borneo  and  the  Philippine  Islands,  de¬ 
stroying  12  more  enemy  aircraft,  bringing  his 
total  to  40  enemy  aircraft  destroyed.  For  his 
achievements  during  this  second  tour  of 
overseas  duty,  Major  Bong  was  awarded  the 
Nation’s  highest  decoration,  the  Medal  of 
Honor.  After  completing  over  200  combat 
missions  for  a  total  of  over  500  combat  hours, 
he  was  released  from  his  assignment  with 
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the  5th  Fighter  Command  In  December 
1944  and  returned  to  the  United  States. 

Upon  his  return  to  the  United  States, 
Major  Bong  was  assigned  as  test  pilot  with 
the  4020th  Army  Air  Force  Base  Unit  at 
Wright  Field,  Ohio,  making  functional  tests 
and  ferrying  missions  in  single  and  twin 
engine  fighter-type  aircraft.  On  June  23, 
1945,  he  was  transferred  to  Burbank,  Calif., 
and  given  an  assignment  as  Chief  of  Flight 
Operations,  Office  of  the  Army  Air  Force 
Plant  representative,  in  the  Lockheed  Air¬ 
craft  Plant.  Since  this  company  was  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  development  and  manufac¬ 
ture  of  the  new  P-80  jet-type  aircraft. 
Major  Bong  received  a  full  training  course 
prescribed  for  this  type  airplane  at  Muroc 
Lake  Flight  Test  Base,  Calif. 

Major  Bong  was  killed  on  August  6,  1945, 
when  the  P-80  aircraft  he  was  flying  crashed 
near  Burbank,  Calif.,  due  to  power  failure, 
leasons  unknown. 

He  is  survived  by  his  wife,  Mrs.  Marjorie 
Ann  Bong,  whose  last  known  address  is  5640 
Franklin  Avenue,  Hollywood,  Calif.  He  is 
also  survived  by  his  parents,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Carl  T.  Bong,  Poplar,  Wis. 

AWARDS 

Medal  of  Honor,  War  Department  General 
Orders  90,  December  8,  1944. 

Distinguished  Service  Cross,  General  Or¬ 
ders  62,  Headquarters,  USAFFE,  October  20, 
1943. 

Silver  Star  with  one  Oak  Leaf  Cluster: 
Silver  Star,  General  Orders  2,  Headquarters, 
5th  Fighter  Command,  January  24,  1943; 
first  Oak  Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  287, 
Headquarters  5th  Air  Force,  November  19, 
1943. 

Distinguished  Flying  Cross  with  six  Oak 
Leaf  Clusters:  Distinguished  Flying  Cross, 
General  Orders  110,  Headquarters,  5th  Air 
Force,  June  14,  1943;  first  Oak  Leaf  Cluster, 
General  Orders  135,  Headquarters,  5th  Air 
Force,  June  28,  1943;  second  Oak  Leaf  Clus¬ 
ter,  General  Orders  104,  Headquarters,  5th 
Air  Force,  February  22,  1944;  third  Oak  Leaf 
Cluster,  General  Orders  116,  Headquarters, 
6th  Air  Force,  March  1,  1944;  fourth  Oak  Leaf 
Cluster,  General  Orders  139,  Headquarters, 
5th  Air  Force,  March  15,  1944;  fifth  and  sixth 
Oak  Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  345,  Head¬ 
quarters,  FEAF,  December  28,  1944. 

Air  Medal  with  14  Oak  Leaf  Clusters:  Air 
Medal,  General  Orders  22,  Headquarters,  5th 
Air  Force,  April  23,  1943;  1st  Oak  Leaf  Cluster, 
General  Orders  186,  Headquarters,  5th  Air 
Force,  August  26,  1943;  2d  through  9th  Oak 
Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  287,  Headquar¬ 
ters,  5th  Air  Force,  November  19,  1943;  10th 
Oak  Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  117,  Head¬ 
quarters,  5th  Air  Force,  March  2,  1944;  11th 
Oak  Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  131,  Head¬ 
quarters,  5th  Air  Force,  March  11,  1944;  12th 
Oak  Leaf  Cluster,  General  Orders  262,  Head¬ 
quarters,  5th  Air  Force,  April  28,  1944;  13th 
Oak  Leaf  Cluster  and  14th  Oak  Leaf  Cluster, 
General  Orders  345,  Headquarters,  FEAF,  De¬ 
cember  28,  1944. 

Australian  Distinguished  Flying  Cross. 

American  Defense  Service  Medal. 

World  War  H  Victory  Medal. 

American  Campaign  Medal. 

Asiatic-Pacific  Campaign  Medal  with  one 
Silver  Service  Star  for  participation  in  the 
Leyte,  Luzon,  New  Guinea,  northern  Solo¬ 
mons,  and  Papua  campaigns. 

Distinguished  Unit  Citation  Emblem  with 
one  Oak  Leaf  Cluster. 

Philippine  Liberation  Ribbon  with  one 
Bronze  Service  Star. 

Philippine  Republic  Presidential  Unit  Ci¬ 
tation  Emblem. 

Philippine  Independence  Ribbon. 

Aviation  Badge  ‘‘Pilot." 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 


Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  simply  want  to  add  my  own  words 
of  appreciation  both  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin,  my  colleague,  in  whose 
district  this  base  is  to  be  located  for  his 
amendment  which  would  name  this  in¬ 
stallation  after  this  greatest  of  all  Wis¬ 
consin  military  heroes  in  modern  times. 
I  want  to  express  my  appreciation  to  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  for  their 
agreement  on  this  highly  appropriate 
amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  four  words. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack], 
said  something  that  rather  touched  me 
personally  where  it  is  tender,  when  he 
said  that  we  on  the  Republican  side  get  a 
little  sensitive  whenever  the  name  of 
General  Motors  is  mentioned. 

It  so  happens  that  I  have  four  or  five 
General  Motors  factories  in  my  district. 
My  memory  is  not  so  short  but  what  I 
remember  well  that  during  the  last  war 
Detroit,  Mich.,  and  that  area  was  known 
as  the  arsenal  of  democracy.  We  made 
the  things,  the  sinews  of  war,  that  were 
needed  to  defend  ourselves  and  the  free¬ 
dom  of  this  world.  General  Motors  did 
its  full  share,  a  major  share  in  that  pro¬ 
gram  of  production  and  the  people  of 
Michigan  which  I  represent  were  proud 
of  that  record. 

The  statement  has  been  made  which, 
in  my  judgment,  brings  into  disrepute 
and  gives  the  impression  that  there  is 
something  dishonest  about  the  contracts 
which  are  made  with  General  Motors. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Bass]  ,  said  something  about  General  Mo¬ 
tors  having  negotiators  on  both  sides  of 
the  table.  It  so  happens  that  I  know 
Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson,  and  I  defy  any¬ 
body  on  either  side  of  the  aisle  to  point  to 
one  dishonest,  one  unmanly  thing  that 
he  has  ever  committed  in  public  or  pri¬ 
vate  life.  He  is  a  man  of  integrity,  high¬ 
est  character,  great  ability  and  is  making 
a  terrific  sacrifice  to  serve  our  country. 
If  we  are  to  attract  men  and  women  of 
public  spirit  and  ability  we  must  treat 
them  fairly.  It  so  happens  that  General 
Motors  has  factories  all  over  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  naturally  the  contracts  are  given 
to  them.  I  am  surprised  that  the  num¬ 
ber  and  percentage  is  as  low  as  it  is,  when 
you  consider  that  General  Motors  has 
factories  which  can  do  the  job  all  over 
this  country.  And  it  must  also  be  re¬ 
membered  that  hundreds  of  small,  inde¬ 
pendent  companies  contribute  to  the 
work  through  subcontracts.  What  is 
wrong  about  that? 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  will  let  you  explain 
to  the  House  in  your  own  time  about 
having  negotiators  on  both  sides  of  the 
table. 


Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  I  did  not 
mention  the  name  of  the  Defense  Secre¬ 
tary.  You  are  the  one  who  mentioned 
his  name;  nor  did  I  intend  to  attack  his 
honesty  or  integrity  to  any  degree. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  But  no  one  on  this 
floor  who  knows  anything  about  the  fine 
man  who  is  at  the  head  of  our  Defense 
Department  could  possibly  get  any  other 
impression  except  that  you  were  pointing 
the  finger  of  scorn  and  dishonesty  at  Mr. 
Wilson  of  the  Defense  Department.  I 
hope  the  gentleman  will  clear  that  up. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  I  would  also 
like  to  remind  the  gentleman  there  are 
several  former  General  Motors’  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  Department  of  Defense,  so 
I  am  told. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  That  may  be,  but 
they  do  not  control  the  making  of  con¬ 
tracts.  I  have  never  heard  anything  or 
seen  anything  in  the  public  press  that 
the  contracts  which  General  Motors  gets 
from  the  Federal  Government  were  un¬ 
fairly  obtained.  I  am  amazed  how  low 
the  percentage  is,  and  what  it  means  to 
the  economy  of  this  country.  Let  us 
keep  this  thing  above  the  belt  and  be  fair 
to  a  great  company  that  has  made  its 
vast  contribution  to  the  welfare  of  our 
country,  and  especially  in  time  of  need, 
when  we  needed  the  materials  of  war  to 
defend  ourselves.  War  material  con¬ 
tracts  are  generally  urgent  and  must  be 
made  to  secure  prompt  delivery.  They 
must  also  be  adequately  contracted. 
Surely  you  would  not  spend  the  people’s 
money  inefficiently  or  improperly. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Mi'.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  I  think  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bass], 
ought  to  do  some  explaining.  He  says 
he  did  not  mean  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  but  some  other  employees  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors.  I  think  we  ought  to  get 
that  clear,  because  if  there  are  any  em¬ 
ployees  of  General  Motors  who  are  acting 
as  negotiators  for  General  Motors  and 
not  the  United  States  Government,  and 
there  is  collusion  involved,  we  ought  to 
know  about  it.  If  the  gentleman  has 
any  information,  he  ought  to  name  those 
people.  I  come  from  Michigan,  and  I 
am  proud  of  General  Motors.  And  I  am 
proud  of  the  employees  who  work  for 
them. 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  If  you  will 
let  me  correct  you,  I  said  ‘‘former”  em¬ 
ployees  of  General  Motors. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  How  are  they  on 
both  sides  of  the  table? 

Mr.  BASS  of  Tennessee.  I  do  not  have 
to  explain  that  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CEDERBERG.  Well,  you  ought 
not  to  make  statements  if  you  cannot 
back  them  up. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
hope  the  gentlemen  who  are  involved  in 
this  controversy  will  answer  in  their  own 
time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Don- 
dero]  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  a  vote  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 

SMITH], 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith]  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  which  is  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  Re¬ 
number  section  609  as  section  609  (a)  and 
after  the  end  thereof  add  the  following  new 
section  609  (b) : 

“(b)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  are  respectively  authorized  to 
acquire  by  purchase  housing  units  which  are 
located  near  military  installations,  which  are 
adequate  and  suitable  for  housing  military 
personnel  and  their  dependents,  and  as  to 
which  a  mortgage  is  insured  by  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VI 
or  title  EX  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  outstanding  mortgage  thereon, 
and  to  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  on  such  mortgage.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  available  for  the 
construction  of  military  public  works  for  the 
liquidation  of  any  outstanding  mortgage 
assumed  by  the  Government.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  is  to  lodge  dis¬ 
cretionary  authority  in  the  three  Secre¬ 
taries  so  that,  if  in  their  judgment  the 
facts  and  circumstances  warrant  it,  they 
may  acquire  houses  that  have  been  built 
under  title  VI  and  title  IX  of  the  FHA 
Act.  It  is  not  mandatory;  it  just  gives 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  an  opportunity 
to  look  over  the  field  in  the  location 
where  he  needs  housing  and  see  what  he 
may  be  able  to  buy  instead  of  build. 

Mr.  SEELY -BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Does  this  lan¬ 
guage  include  the  possibility  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  taking  over  Lanham 
Act  houses  that  are  being  closed  out? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  it  does  not  permit 
that.  This  is  a  business  proposition 
which  permits  the  Secretary,  where  the 
facts  and  circumstances  warrant  it,  to 
negotiate  for  the  purchase  of  these  FHA- 
insured  houses  that  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  standards  of  the  armed  services. 
It  is  purely  discretionary  authority,  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  is  an  ex¬ 
cellent  amendment.  I  offered  substan¬ 
tially  this  same  amendment  in  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Armed  Services  and  there 
was  considerable  debate  in  reference  to 
this  and  another  amendment  offered  by 
one  of  my  colleagues.  In  the  end  we 
did  not  vote  on  the  amendment;  but 
this,  I  think,  is  an  excellent  amendment, 
and  it  does  permit  the  defense  depart¬ 
ments  to  utilize  housing  which  might  be 
available  to  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  if  it  meets  all  of  the  requirements. 

I  think  we  ought  to  give  the  Defense 
Department  this  opportunity  to  take 
advantage  of  what  is  available  to  us, 
some  of  which  might  otherwise  be  han¬ 
dled  at  a  direct  loss  to  our  taxpayers. 
I  am  therefore  very  much  in  favor  of 
the  amendment  and  see  no  objection  to 
it.  I  hope  the  other  Members  agree  with 
me  in  this  respect. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  no  further  amendments  from  the 
committee. 

(Mr.  DONDERO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  just  made.) 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  mili¬ 
tary  construction  bill  before  us  at  this 
time  is  on  the  whole  a  good  bill.  The 
committee  has  worked  long  and  arduous 
hours  in  going  into  detail  on  this  meas¬ 
ure. 

I  want  to  congratulate  the  chairman, 
the  Honorable  Carl  Vinson,  for  the 
special  effort  that  he  has  placed  on  this 
bill.  I  doubt  if  there  is  a  person  in  the 
United  States,  in  the  service  or  out,  that 
has  a  better  understanding  of  the  various 
military  installations  of  our  country 
than  does  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

This  bill  calls  for  a  great  deal  of  money, 
perhaps  too  much.  We  have  in  the  past 
spent  enormous  sums  of  money  on  our 
various  military  installations,  and  at 
times  in  the  past  I  fear  this  money  has 
been  spent  in  a  haphazard  manner — 
without  the  proper  planning  and  end  in 
view.  This  condition  is  excusable  dur¬ 
ing  a  war.  We  are  now  attempting  to 
work  toward  a  definite  goal,  a  goal  that 
will  provide  proper  installations  for  our 
Armed  Services  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
in  a  sufficient  capacity  for  our  perma¬ 
nent  defense  forces. 

I  hope  and  believe  that  now  we  have 
arrived  at  a  construction  program  where 
we  can  see  diminishing  expenditures 
within  a  few  years.  Much  of  the  money 
in  this  bill  is  for  family  and  troop  hous¬ 
ing.  Proper  living  quarters  and  condi¬ 
tions  should  go  a  long  way  toward  mak¬ 
ing  the  Armed  Services  more  attractive 
as  a  career  and  encourage  reenlistments. 
We  hope  that  the  services  can  be  so  at¬ 
tractive  that  in  the  foreseeable  future 
we  can  do  away  with  the  draft  and  de¬ 
pend  upon  purely  voluntary  Armed 
Forces. 

Many  people  believe  that  we  are  spend¬ 
ing  too  much  money  for  the  construction 
and  improvement  of  our  air.  Army  and 
naval  bases.  If  we  are  going  to  have 
peace  which  will  last  for  many  years, 
we  are  spending  too  much  money,  but  if 
we  are  faced  with  war  in  the  foreseeable 
future,  and  I  am  one  who  believes  that 
we  are  not,  then  the  money  which  we 
have  spent  on  military  construction  is 
well  worthwhile.  It  is  something  on 
which  none  of  us  want  to  gamble. 

It  is  only  human  that  we  should  make 
errors  on  this  program,  but  on  the  whole 
I  want  to  assure  you  that  we  are  work¬ 
ing  toward  a  definite  and  foreseeable 
goal.  I  want  to  be  fair  with  you,  how¬ 
ever,  and  state  that  there  are  items  in 
this  bill  which  I  believe  are  unnecessary, 
items  to  which  I  and  some  other  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  are  opposed.  One 
special  item  which  I  want  to  mention  is 
the  authorization  for  Camp  Carson,  Colo. 
This  camp  has  at  the  present  time  all  the 
facilities  necessary  to  take  care  of  all  of 
the  troops  there.  Yet,  the  Army  has 
now  launched  a  program  with  plans  to 
spend  over  $200  million  on  this  post. 


The  plan  is  to  keep  all  of  the  present 
buildings  on  the  post  in  a  state  of  readi¬ 
ness  and  repair  and,  in  addition,  to  ulti¬ 
mately  spend  over  $200  million  on  new 
construction.  This  planned  program,  if 
finally  carried  out,  will  result  in  twice 
the  number  of  buildings  at  Camp  Carson 
than  is  necessary. 

The  principal  excuse  the  Army  gave 
for  this  great  expansion  and  expendi¬ 
ture  for  Camp  Carson  is  that  it  is  used 
as  a  support  base  for  Camp  Hale,  some 
80  miles  away  in  the  mountains.  Camp 
Hale  is  used  for  the  winter  training  of 
Army  units.  There  are  but  few  perma¬ 
nent  buildings  there,  and  few  are  con¬ 
templated.  Camp  Hale  could  be  sup¬ 
ported  from  many  other  locations.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  expend  $200  million  on 
a  permanent  fort  to  support  a  mountain 
camp  that  is  only  used  a  few  months  a 
year.  In  addition,  there  is  a  shortage 
of  water  at  Colorado  Springs,  where 
Camp  Carson  is  located.  Also,  the  Air 
Force  is  constructing  its  new  Air  Acad¬ 
emy  in  the  same  location.  This  will 
further  tax  the  already  low  water  sup¬ 
ply.  There  are  many  reasons  why  a 
military  camp  the  size  of  Camp  Carson 
should  not  be  located  and  expanded  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  Air  Force 
Academy,  reasons  which  are  apparent  to 
anyone  acquainted  with  the  situation. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  Hon. 
Carl  Vinson,  pointed  out  many  objec¬ 
tionable  features  to  expanding  this 
camp.  On  page,  3742  of  the  hearings  he 
said  of  this  authorization  for  Camp 
Carson: 

And  we  are  going  to  spend  $140  million  to 
$175  million  to  build  up  an  Air  Acad¬ 
emy.  *  *  * 

We  are  building  it.  And  here  comes  along 
Camp  Carson,  right  in  that  neighborhood. 
And  now  you  want  to  expand  it.  *  *  *  So 
I  don’t  think  we  should  expand  Carson  one 
iota. 

I  have  spoken  in  committee,  as  well  as 
on  the  floor  against  the  authorizations 
for  Camp  Carson.  However,  I  realize 
it  is  unfair  to  vote  against  this  entire  bill 
just  because  of  improper  items  contained 
therein.  This  is  merely  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill,  and  I  trust  in  the  future  this 
expansion  of  Camp  Carson  can  be 
stopped  either  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  the  Army,  or  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

Some  of  the  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  also  unsuccessfully  opposed  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  Fort  Sill.  In  this  bill  Fort 
Sill  is  authorized  to  take  approximately 
30,000  acres  from  the  Wichita  Mountains 
wildlife  and  game  refuge  and  neighbor¬ 
ing  communities.  This  wildlife  refuge  is 
one  of  the  finest  in  the  country  and  is 
visited  by  many  thousands  daily.  The 
local  communities  were  bitter  against  this 
annexation.  Fort  Sill  already  has  74,000 
acres.  I,  for  one,  believe  this  expan¬ 
sion  was  unnecessary.  However,  the 
majority  of  the  committee  thought 
otherwise.  It  is  only  natural  that  there 
will  be  differences  of  opinion  on  a  bill  of 
this  magnitude. 

I  want  to  point  out  again  that  while 
there  are  parts  of  this  bill  that  I  cannot 
agree  with,  on  the  whole  bill  is  good,  and 
I  believe  it  is  planned  and  coordinated 
toward  a  sane  and  well-balanced  defense. 
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Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  voting  “present”  on  the  rollcall  on 
H.  R.  6829,  authorizing  construction  for 
the  military  departments  and  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency. 

To  me,  this  is  the  only  sound  position 
open  because  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  in  the  extensive  hearings  and  the 
report  the  facts  I  feel  I  need  in  order 
to  pass  on  this  $2.36  billion  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  purchase  of  more  real  estate 
by  the  Department  of  Defense,  which  al¬ 
ready  holds  properties  costing  more  than 
$24.8  billion  with  some  of  it  being  carried 
at  ridiculously  low  acquisition  costs. 
This  holding  comprises  61  percent  of  the 
acquired  real  property  of  the  United 
States  Government.  In  addition,  the 
Department  of  Defense  leases  190  loca¬ 
tions  including  1,983,686  acres  for  which 
it  pays  an  annual  rental  of  $19,697,000. 

I  cannot  say  that  the  armed  services 
do  not  need  every  facility  provided 
in  the  bill  before  us  today — but,  after 
reading  the  hearings,  I  do  have  some  rea¬ 
sonable  doubts.  Neither  can  I  say  that 
the  armed  services  do  need  these  facili¬ 
ties  and  this  land  in  every  case. 

In  the  brief  of  authorizations,  under 
title  I,  the  Army  lists  $223,993,000,  or  40 
percent,  of  its  construction  authoriza¬ 
tions  as  “classified.”  The  Navy,  under 
title  II,  lists  $151,342,400,  or  about  25 
percent  of  its  construction  funds  as 
“classified.”  I  am  pleased  that  the  Air 
Force  seems  more  detailed  and  forth¬ 
right  in  its  justifications  throughout  and 
does  not  hide  behind  the  term  “classi¬ 
fied”  for  projects  most  of  which  are  being 
•built  right  here  in  the  United  States, 
where  all  our  citizens  can  observe  daily 
the  steam  shovels,  bulldozers,  and  steel¬ 
workers  working  on  the  projects  so  care¬ 
fully  “classified”  from  Congress. 

I  have  been  unable  to  discover  just 
W'hat  is  the  construction  included  in  title 
IV  for  the  chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff.  Evidently  this  $300,000  did  not 
appear  in  the  original  H.  R.  5700  as  in¬ 
troduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  at  least  not  in 
title  IV  where  it  is  now.  Is  this  a  house 
for  Admiral  Radford?  Is  it  an  elite 
housing  project  to  provide  for  his  per¬ 
sonal  staff,  too?  How  many  facilities 
can  you  provide  for  an  admiral  for  $300,- 
000.  I  am  not  saying  that  this  is  neces¬ 
sarily  either  an  unwise  or  an  unjustified 
expenditure;  I  would  just  like  to  know 
what  it  is  for  and  what  we  get  for  the 
money.  Such  items  as  “Chairman,  JCS, 
$300,000,”  do  not  explain  to  me  what  use 
is  to  be  made  of  the  taxpayers’  money 
any  more  than  I  can  be  completely  satis¬ 
fied  with  general  phrases  such  as  “Op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities,” 
“Community  facilities,”  and  “Storage 
facilities,”  as  justifications  for  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  billions  of  dollars. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  CIA  needs  a 
$6  million  building  site  and  a  $50  million 
building,  or  not.  I  do  not  know  or  have 
any  idea  of  how  many  employees  CIA 
now  has.  I  do  not  know  what  they  do 
or  to  whom  they  are  really  accountable. 
Perhaps  if  I  knew  these  things  I  would 
want  to  increase  the  CIA  construction 
authorization,  but  I  guess  I  will  never 
know.  Perhaps  those  of  us  in  Congress 
will,  someday,  create  a  Joint  Committee 
on  Intelligence  to  provide  congressional 


guidance  to  CIA  modeled  on  that  which 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 
has  developed  in  its  field.  Certainly  we 
exercise  no  controls  over  this  super  se¬ 
cret  agency  through  a  check  on  the  purse 
strings. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  de¬ 
serves  due  credit  for  their  application 
and  diligent  work  on  this  piece  of  legis¬ 
lation.  The  hearings  total  4,091  pages, 
accumulated  in  approximately  50  hours 
and  25  minutes  of  on-the-record  hear¬ 
ings  spread  over  21  days.  Rapidly  cal¬ 
culating,  I  estimate  that  the  committee 
considered  this  authorization  at  about 
the  rate  of  $789,666  per  minute  of  open 
hearing  time,  an  evidence  of  unusual 
efficiency  especially  when  you  consider 
that  their  considerations  ranged  from 
Alaska  to  the  Midway  Islands  including 
the  British  West  Indies,  the  Canal  Zone, 
Cuba,  French  Morocco,  Hawaii,  Iceland, 
Italy,  Japan,  Johnson  Island,  Mariana 
Islands,  and  the  Marshall  Islands  in  be¬ 
tween.  Without  being  able  to  tell  what 
went  on  in  the  off-the-record  hearings, 
one  can  wish  the  Army  and  Navy  had 
justified  their  requests  as  forthrightly  as 
the  Air  Force. 

The  Army  will  be  authorized  $551,- 
105,000  in  this  bill  as  contrasted  with 
$236  million  granted  in  fiscal  1955 — an 
increase  of  over  100  percent.  The  Navy 
will  be  authorized  $596,140,900  in  this  bill 
to  accomplish  public  works  as  compared 
with  about  $202  million  for  fiscal  1955, 
an  increase  of  well  over  100  percent. 
The  Air  Force  will  be  authorized  $1,165,- 
456,000  in  this  bill,  an  increase  of  more 
than  300  percent  over  last  year’s  author¬ 
ization  of  $398,954,000. 

Is  this  too  much,  or  is  it  too  little? 
Can  we  use  this  real  estate  instead  of 
weapons  against  an  enemy?  I  just  do 
not  know.  On  the  basis  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  furnished  me  I  have  no  way  of 
reaching  a  sensible  conclusion.  So,  I 
voted  “Present.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose,  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Metcalf,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain  con¬ 
struction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installations,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  283, 
he  reported  the  same  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments  adopted  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not  the  Chair  will  put 
them  en  grosse. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  final 
passage  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
Were— yeas  316,  nays  2,  answering  “pres¬ 
ent”  2,  not  voting  114,  as  follows; 
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YEAS— 316 


Abbitt 

Fernandez 

Multer 

Abernethy 

Addonizio 

Fine 

Fisher 

Murray,  Ill. 
Murray.  Tenn. 

Alger 

Fjare 

Natcher 

Allen,  Ill. 

Flood 

Nicholson 

Andersen, 

Flynt 

Norblad 

H.  Carl 

Fogarty 

Norrell 

Andresen, 

Forand 

O’Brien,  HI. 

August  H. 

Ford 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Andrews 

Forrester 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Arends 

Fountain 

O’Neill 

Ashley 

Frazier 

Osmers 

Ashmore 

Friedel 

Ostertag 

Aspinall 

Gary 

Passman 

Auchincloss 

Gavin 

Patman 

Avery 

Gentry 

Patterson 

Ayres 

George 

Pelly 

Baker 

Gordon 

Perkins 

Baldwin 

Grant 

Pfost 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Green,  Oreg. 

Philbin 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Gregory 

Phillips 

Bates 

Griffiths 

Pilcher 

Baumhart 

Gross 

Pillion 

Beamer 

Gwinn 

Poage 

Belcher 

Haley 

Poff 

Bell 

Hand 

Preston 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Harden 

Price 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hardy 

Priest 

Bentley 

Harris 

Prouty 

Berry 

Harrison,  Va. 

Rabaut 

Betts 

Hays,  Ark. 

Radwan 

Blatnik 

Hays,  Ohio 

Rains 

Boggs 

Hayworth 

Ray 

Bolling 

Hebert 

Reed,  HI. 

Bolton, 

Henderson 

Rees,  Kans. 

Frances  P. 

Herlong 

Reuss 

Bow 

Hess 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Bowler 

Hiestand 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Boyle 

Hill 

Richards 

Bray 

Hillings 

Riley 

Brooks,  La. 

Hinshaw 

Roberts 

Brown,  Ga. 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Robeson,  Va. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Holifield 

Rodino 

Broyhill 

Holmes 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Buchanan 

Hope 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Budge 

Hosmer 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Burleson 

Huddleston 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Burnside 

Hull 

Rooney 

Bush 

Hyde 

Rutherford 

Byrd 

Jarman 

Sadlack 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Jenkins 

Saylor 

Cannon 

Jennings 

Schenck 

Carlyle 

Jensen 

Scott 

Carnahan 

Johansen 

Scudder 

Carrigg 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Seely-Brown 

Cederberg 

Jones,  Ala. 

Selden 

Celler 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Sheehan 

Chelf 

Judd 

Shelley 

Chenoweth 

Karsten 

Short 

Chlperfield 

Keating 

Shuford 

Christopher 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Sieminski 

Chudoff 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Sikes 

Church 

Keogh 

Siler 

Clark 

Kilburn 

Simpson,  HI. 

Clevenger 

Kilday 

Sisk 

Cole 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Miss. 

Colmer 

King,  Calif. 

Smith,  Va. 

Cooley 

Kirwan 

Smith,  Wis. 

Coon 

Kluczynskl 

Spence 

Cooper 

Krueger 

Springer 

Corbett 

Landrum 

Staggers 

Coudert 

Lane 

Steed 

Cramer 

Lanham 

Sullivan 

Cretella 

Lankford 

Taber 

Crumpacker 

Latham 

Talle 

Cunningham 

LeCompte 

Teague.  Calif. 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Lipscomb 

Thomas 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Long 

Thompson, 

Dague 

McCarthy 

Mich. 

Davis,  Ga. 

McCormack 

Thompson,  N.  J 

Davis,  Wis. 

McCulloch 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

McDonough 

Thornberry 

Dawson,  Utah 

McDowell 

Tollefson 

Deane 

McMillan 

Trimble 

Delaney 

McVey 

Tuck 

Dempsey 

Macdonald 

Tumulty 

Derounian 

Machrowicz 

Udall 

Devereux 

Mack,  Wash. 

Van  Zandt 

Dies 

Madden 

Vinson 

Dixon 

Mahon 

Vorys 

Dolliver 

Marshall 

Vursell 

Dondero 

Martin 

Wainwright 

Donohue 

Mason 

Walter 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Matthews 

Watts 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Metcalf 

Weaver 

Durham 

Miller,  Calif. 

Westland 

Edmondson 

Miller,  Md. 

Wharton 

Elliott 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Whitten 

Evins 

Mills 

Wickersham 

Fallon 

Minshall 

Widnall 

Fascell 

Mollohan 

Wier 

Feighan 

Morano 

Wigglesworth 

Fenton 

Moss 

Williams,  Mis3. 

7942 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


June  27. 


Williams,  N.  Y. 

Wolcott 

Young 

Willis 

Wolverton 

Younger 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wright 

Zablocki 

Winstead 

Yates 

NAYS— 2 

Bailey 

Harvey 

ANSWERING  “PRESENT” — 2 

Brownson 

Scrivner 

NOT  VOTING- 

—114 

Adair 

Garmatz 

Meader 

Albert 

Gathings 

Merrow 

Alexander 

Granahan 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Allen,  Calif. 

Gray 

Morgan 

Anfuso 

Green,  Pa. 

Morrison 

Barden 

Gubser 

Moulder 

Barrett 

Hagen 

Mumma 

Becker 

Hale 

Nelson 

Blitch 

Halleck 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Boland 

Harrison,  Nebr.  O’Konski 

Bolton, 

Heselton 

Polk 

Oliver  P. 

Hoeven 

Powell 

Bonner 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Quigley 

Bosch 

Holt 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Boykin 

Holtzman 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Horan 

Riehlman 

Buckley 

Ikard 

Rivers 

Burdick 

Jackson 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

James 

Roosevelt 

Canfield 

Johnson,  Wis.  St.  George 

Chase 

Jonas 

Scherer 

Chatham 

Jones,  Mo. 

Schwengel 

Davidson 

Kean 

Sheppard 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Kearney 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Denton 

Kearns 

Smith,  Kans. 

Diggs 

Kee 

Taylor 

Dingell 

King,  Pa. 

Teague,  Tex. 

Dodd 

Klein 

Thompson,  La. 

Dollinger 

Knox 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Donovan 

Knutson 

Utt 

Dowdy 

Laird 

Vanik 

Doyle 

Lesinski 

Van  Pelt 

Eberharter 

Lovre 

Velde 

Ellsworth 

McConnell 

Williams,  N.  J. 

Engle 

McGregor 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Fino 

Mclntire 

Withrow 

Frelinghuysen 

Mack,  Ill. 

Zelenko 

Fulton 

Magnuson 

Gamble 

Mailliard 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Halleck. 

Mrs.  Blitch  with  Mr.  Fino. 

Mr.  Klein  with  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  Morrison  with  Reece  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Alexander  with  Mr.  Nelson. 

Mr.  Zelenko  with  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York  with  Mr.  James. 
Mr.  Dollinger  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Califor¬ 
nia. 

Mr.  Donovan  with  Mr.  Harrison  of  Ne¬ 
braska. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Heselton. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Canfield. 

Mr.  Sheppard  with  Mr.  McConnell. 

Mr.  Holtzman  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Green  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Fre- 
linghuysen. 

Mr.  Barrett  with  Mr.  Gubser. 

Mr.  Granahan  with  Mr.  Holt. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Horan. 
Mr.  Morgan  with  Mr.  Becker. 

Mr.  Eberharter  with  Mr.  King  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Polk  with  Mr.  Withrow. 

Mr.  Denton  with  Mr.  Van  Pelt. 

Mr.  Doyle  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Chatham  with  Mr.  Scherer. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mrs.  St.  George. 

Mr.  Albert  with  Mr.  Riehlman. 

Mr.  Lesinski  with  Mr.  Fulton. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  with  Mr.  Ellsworth. 

Mr.  Dingell  with  Mr.  Robsion  of  Kentucky. 
Mr.  Garmatz  with  Mr.  Schwengel. 

Mr.  Bonner  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Williams  of  New  Jersey  with  Mr. 
Hoeven. 

Mr.  Vanik  with  Mr.  Hoffman  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Quigley  with  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Engel  with  Mr.  Velde. 

Mr.  Davidson  with  Mr.  Utt. 

Mrs.  Knutson  with  Mr.  Gamble. 

Mrs.  Kee  with  Mr.  Adair. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  Jonas. 


Mr.  Thompson  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Kearns. 
Mr.  Teague  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Allen  of 
California. 

Mr.  Ikard  with  Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Mailliard. 
Mr.  Dowdy  with  Mr.  Mclntire. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  Lovre. 

Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Bosch. 

Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  Chase. 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Knox. 

Mr.  Boland  with  Mr.  Laird. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Reed  of 
New  York. 

Mr.  Hagen  with  Mr.  O’Konski. 

Mr.  Gray  with  Mr.  Meader. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Merrow. 

Mr.  Gathings  with  Mr.  Mumma. 

Mr.  Barden  with  Mr.  Hale. 

Mr.  Diggs  with  Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  Kear¬ 
ney. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  to  extend 
their  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  bill 
just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  NyAINWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker, 
during  roHcall  No.  95  I  was  necessarily 
absent  at  tim  Pentagon.  Had  I  been 
present,  I  would  have  voted  “yea.” 


CORRECTIONSQF  ROLLCALL  / 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  MrSspeaker,  on  d611- 
call  No.  91  my  colleagu^.  Mr.  Jamss,  is 
recorded  as  having  voted. \On  that  day, 
he  was  in  the  hospital  in  Bbtties/i,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent,  therefore,  that 
the  Record  and  Journal  be  corrected  ac¬ 
cordingly  to  show  that  he  was/iotSpres- 
ent  and  did  not  vote.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  Objection  \p 
the  request  of  the  gentlemar*  from  Penn^ 
syl  vania?  / 

There  was  no  objection 


CORRECTION  OP  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  I  was  not  recorded  as  vot¬ 
ing  on  rollcall  Nof  95.  I  voted  “yea” 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  be  so 
recorded.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  /he  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia?  / 

There  was/no  objection. 


ELIZABETH  KEE— WEST  VIRGINIA’S 
DAUGHTER  OF  THE  YEAR 

(Mr.  .BURNSIDE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point/ 

Mt.  BURNSIDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
June  17  issue  of  the  White  Sulphur  Sen¬ 
tinel,  White  Sulphur  Springs,  W.  Va., 
Miss  Pat  Sullivan  in  her  column  "Saun- 


terings”  congratulates  the  State  of  West/ 
Virginia  for  having  such  in  illustriou/ 
daughter  as  our  colleague,  the  Honora¬ 
ble  Elizabeth  Kee,  Fifth  District,  w/st 
Virginia.  I  have  known  Elizabeth  a^the 
wife  of  my  good  friend  and  forme/col- 
league,  the  late  John  Kee.  i/have 
known  her  as  a  vivacious  woman / nd  an 
active,  sincere  representative  for/ier  dis¬ 
trict.  I 

Under  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  I  include  this  amcle  in  the 
Record.  / 

I  plume  myself  I’m  getti/g  up  in  the 
world — on  my  acquaintance  l/st  are  not  only 
West  Virginia’s  queenly  royalty  of  festival 
days  and  the  hermit  of  th/ Alleghenies,  but 
I  also  claim  acquaintanc/  with  the  former 
West  Virginia  mother  of  the  year,  the  be¬ 
loved  Mrs.  Alex  Thompson  of  Alderson.  I 
count  as  my  close  frie/ds  a  few  people  rich 
enough  to  be  retired. / But  this  “bla  bla  bla 
fanfare”  is  to  tell  you  I  also  know  West  Vir¬ 
ginia’s  daughter  of/the  year.  My  gracious 
friend,  the  Honorable  Elizabeth  Kee,  of 
Bluefield,  W.  Va./md  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  received 
this  distinct  hopor  last  May  7  when  the  West 
Virginia  Society  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
held  its  annual  son-and-daughter  banquet 
honoring  w/st  Virginia’s  outstanding  son 
and  daughter  of  the  year  1955.  Mrs.  Kee 
was  selected  as  our  State’s  most  distinguished 
daughter  /nd  she  was  presented  with  a  beau¬ 
tiful  plaque  by  a  former  Member  of  the 
House  /f  Representatives,  the  Honorable 
Jennings  Randolph.  Just  naturally  letters 
and  telegrams  of  applause  poured  into  her 
\  mailbox  from  friends  and  acquaintances  ex¬ 
pressing  their  confidence  and  appreciation 
of  Aer  integrity  and  eminent  service  to  her 
people.  The  Honorable  Robert  C.  Byrd,  of 
west  Virginia,  paid  tribute  to  Elizabeth  Kee 
4n  appreciative  poetic  phrases  that  were  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  Congressional  Record  of  May 
10,  1955,  plus  letters  like  orchids  from  such 
biggies  as  Speaker  Sam  Rayburn,  Senator 
H.  M.  Kilgore,  and  Gracie  Pfost,  of  Idaho, 
and  a  half  dozen  others  were  applause  in 
the  Congressional  Record  for  West  Vir¬ 
ginia’s  favorite  daughter.  Humbly  I  add 
my  soprano  cheers  for  my  favorite  politi¬ 
cian.  Once  a  year  at  least  we  meet  at  the 
State  fairgrounds  at  Fairlea,  W.  Va.  But 
where  in  heck  were  you  last  summer,  Eliza¬ 
beth  Kee?  I  missed  you.  I  want  to  com¬ 
plain  also  about  your  pictures  on  the  road¬ 
side  billboards,  because  the  pictures  were 
not  nearly  so  pretty  as  you  are.  Congratu¬ 
lations,  Daughter  of  1955,  room  1016,  New 
House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 


\CORRECTION  OF  RECORD 

Mr.  SFASCELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimchu;  consent  to  make  certain  cor¬ 
rection  in  the  Record  at  page  A4001. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  ofthe  gentleman  from  Flor¬ 
ida?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


AMENDING  THE  TRAVEL  EXPENSE 
ACT  OF  194k 

Mr.  FASCELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  trom  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6S95)  to 
amend  section  3  of  the  Travel  Expanse 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  provide^an 
increased  maximum  per  diem  allows, 
ance  for  subsistence  and  travel  expenses, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 


84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  6829 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  28  (legislative  day,  June  27),  1955 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


AN  ACT 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Eorce  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 

5  establish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 

6  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  instal- 

7  lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of 

8  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap- 

9  purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 
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Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 

( Ordnance  Corps ) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  bousing, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family 
housing,  $78,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Bed  Biver  Arsenal,  Texas :  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama :  Besearch  and  development 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 

Bock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $347,000. 

Bossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois : .  Operational  and 


maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 
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Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California :  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  sup¬ 
porting  facility,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
$84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
medical  facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Family  housing, 
$99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family 


housing,  $337,000. 
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(Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland :  Troop  housing,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,129,000. 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  De¬ 
pot) ,  Arkansas:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000 

llocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

Fort  Huackuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,648,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities. 


$615,000. 
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Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing, 
maintenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California:  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and 
utilities,  $1,146,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina : 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia :  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility, 
$117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Dredg¬ 
ing  and  land  acquisition,  $12,860,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas :  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Beed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  Hospital  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
and  training  facilities,  $7,632,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(F  irst  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


7 


Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities, 
training  and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 
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Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $261,000. 

Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical  facilities, 

$8,000,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama :  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,611,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Alabama  :  Airfield  pavements,  and  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $805,000. 
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Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado :  Troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Fort  Ililey,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Family  housing,  $1,268,000. 

(Sixth  Anny  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,000. 

H.  K.  6829 - 2 
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Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop  housing  and 
training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Port  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,014,000. 

( Tactical  Installations ) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 

( Eehabilitation ) 

Various  locations:  Eehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $2,661,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta :  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,638,000. 
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Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and  storage 
facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Bichardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier :  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  :  Troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Behabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical 
facilities,  operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $43,983,000,  of  which  sum  the  total  amount 
available  for  resettlement  may  be  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Byukyu  Islands. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities, $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and  community 


facilities,  $3,162,000. 
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Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii : 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone:  Family  bousing,  $2,350,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  bousing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  bousing,  $5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facili- 
ties  by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  pubbc  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

p 

tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facili¬ 
ties”  (Second  Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 
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“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  research  and  development  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $11,411,000/’ 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 
$9,411,000.” 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 
Facilities”  (Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
follows : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $731,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Walter  Reed  Anny  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$2,731,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “  (Signal 
Corps)  ”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 

of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:” 


I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

]6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


14 


and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect 
of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment : 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and 
replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Dry  dock  facilities,  $200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina :  Site 
preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 
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Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  ot 
wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  helicopter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New7  Hampshire:  Utilities, 
and  drydock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities, 
$629,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,- 
000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  Utilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facili¬ 


ties,  $1,583,000. 
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Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
pavements,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities, 
$399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,024,000. 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational 
aids,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


17 


equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities, 

$81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
storage  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities, 

$759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  navigational  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security 
facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisiton,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi- 
H.  K.  6829 - 3 
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cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $24,361,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Whiting  Field,  Florida: 
Family  housing,  $385,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California: 
Family  housing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  cov¬ 
ered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person- 
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nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  community  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $1,172,700. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  communication  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
security  facilities,  $812,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Storage  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilites,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipe¬ 
line  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition,  $5,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
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storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,- 
000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Bhode  Island:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family 
housing,  $188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County, 
Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,087,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Airfield  pavements,  communications  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North 
Carolina:  Family  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  Fiver,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers 
Field,  Annapolis  Area,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
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1  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  and  station  maintenance 

2  facilities,  communication  facilities,  cold  storage  facilities, 

3  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 

4  petroleum  storage  facilities,  site  preparation,  and  land 

5  acquisition,  $16,900,000. 

6  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 

7  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  opera- 

8  tional  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

9  Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Re- 

10  search  and  development  facilities,  $2,615,000. 

11  Naval  air  station,  Lakekurst,  New  Jersey:  Research 

12  and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational 

13  aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

14  Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Air- 

15  field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 

16  facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,677,000. 

17  Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 

18  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and 

19  research  and  development  facilities,  $926,000. 

20  Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts: 

21  Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 

22  Naval  photographic  interpretation  center,  Suitland, 

23  Maryland :  Operational  and  photographic  preservation  facilh 

24  ties,  $2,345,000. 
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Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  re- 
moval,  for  flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Water- 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage 
facilities,  warehouse  freight  elevators,  and  (at  Cheatham 
Annex)  highway  crossing  and  land  acquisition,  $777,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and 
easement,  $62,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,- 
059,000. 
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Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Util¬ 
ities,  $648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and 
personnel  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,357,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Family  housing,  $47,300. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Ordnance  facibties,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrig¬ 
erated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  and  ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barri¬ 
caded  sidings,  and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,107,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Com- 
munity  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport,  Washington:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance 
drawings  storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia:  Ordnance  manu¬ 
facturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia: 
Utilities,  $420,000. 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Bar¬ 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $1,976,000, 
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Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition 
storage  and  testing  facilities,  $113,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities,  cadet 
housing,  and  fill  in  Dewey  and  Santee  Basins  in  Severn 
River,  $11,467,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities, 
$307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia: 
Training  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  family  housing,  and  personnel  facilities,  $8,038,800. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $119,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 
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Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  $2,753,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland: 
Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Li¬ 
brary,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 
$192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and 
conversion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Family  housing, 
$162,100. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall, 
$46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medi¬ 
cal  research  facilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities. 
$60,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communi¬ 


cation  facilities,  $436,000. 
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OFFTC-E  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 
Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 
Randle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $52,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 
Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Rhode 
Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

$5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme. 

California:  Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water 

p 

pollution,  including  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 
Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$57,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITTP^S 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 

$2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative 


facilities,  $1,835,000. 
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Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  housing, 
$6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork, 
personnel  facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance  facil¬ 
ities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$975,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,- 
518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000. 

Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family 
housing,  $522,900. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Water- 
front  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
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Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades, 
$1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $66,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $269,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,061,500. 
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Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and 
acquisition  of  family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
by  the  acquisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion, 
rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  herebv 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
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works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment 
and  facilities: 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado: 
Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis- 
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pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,706,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota  :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin,  airbase  to  be  known 
as  “Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base”:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $16,608,000. 
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Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania: 
Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Airfield  pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities  and  family  housing,  $2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,959,000. 
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McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington, 
Delaware:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili- 
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ties,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  messing 
facilities,  $343,000. 
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Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Yoimgstown,  Ohio: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Airfield  lighting 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


39 


facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,107,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facibties,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  bousing  and  messing  facilities,  utibties,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  bousing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  family  bousing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facibties,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facib¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facibties,  training  facibties,  troop 
bousing,  utibties,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facibties,  aircraft  main- 
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tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $21,264,000. 

Bobins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine:  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $18,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  research, 
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development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$7,966,000. 

AIK  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training 
facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Bantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical 
facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyo¬ 
ming:  Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport, 
INIississippi :  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 
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Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids  and  troop  housing, 
$446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,557,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$4,322,000. 
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Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $549,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,000. 
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Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$1,045,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama :  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,661,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $590,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$331,000. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C. :  Personnel 


facilities,  $520,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,073,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $861,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,000. 
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Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search,  development  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  Hew  Mexico: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  ( Kirtland  Auxiliary 
Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $555,500. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  research  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 
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Washington,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $20,000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ahilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administratve  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  airfield  fighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield 
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pavements,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,427,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $2,322,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $4,453,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
bousing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,155,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $11,168,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,707,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka  Kansas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
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maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,"  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavement’s,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield 
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pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockhourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $8,571,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,930,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $5,251,000. 
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March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $21,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acqui- 
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sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$2,125,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  Hew  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,259,000. 
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Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,716,000. 

TACTICAL  AIK  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina: 
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Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,403,000.  P  T 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $6,303,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$387,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


57 


AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $518,000. 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base :  Training  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,510,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,863,000. 
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1  CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

2  Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication 

3  facilities,  $163,000. 

4  FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

5  Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 

6  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  oper- 

7  ational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  stor- 

8  age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 

9  $42,017,000. 

10  MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

11  Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield 

12  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 

13  storage  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

14  Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston  Island: 

15  Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

16  Midway  Island :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 

17  facilities,  and  airfield  fighting  facilities,  $303,000. 

18  Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa- 

19  cilities,  and  navigational  aids,  $2,991,000. 

20  Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 

21  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  fighting  facilities, 

22  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  per- 

23  sonnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,393,000. 
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NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $2,149,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $234,996,000. 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  $526,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 


$293,000. 
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aircraft  control  and  warning  system 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore 
or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$5,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 

Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 

States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,750,000”. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 

Eange,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 

States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command”  in  sec- 
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tion  301  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000”. 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota”  and  “$6,494,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota”  and 
“$12,124,000”,  respectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area, 
North  Dakota”  and  “$7,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota”  and  “$10,903,000”, 
respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas¬ 
gow-Miles  City  area,  Montana”  and  “$8,391,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana”  and 
“$10,660,000”,  respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000”. 
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(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$8,635,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,478,000”. 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  “$2,183,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,615,000”,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wrigkt-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States” 
and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301 
strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station, 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
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United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station, 
Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station, 
Pescadero,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station, 
Point  Conception,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$232,000”. 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the 
amounts  “$389,125,000”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  amounts  “$405,176,000”  and 
“$415,005,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  Classified  location:  The  authority  granted  by 
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section  302,  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to 
the  extent  of  $8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of  family 
housing. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  Defense,  acting  through  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department,  is  authorized  to  provide 
family  housing  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  certain  commissioned  officers  and  enlisted  personnel 
attached  to  his  staff  by  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of 
five  units  of  family  housing,  and  protected  communication 
facilities,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utili¬ 
ties,  equipment,  administration,  overhead,  planning,  and 
supervision. 

Sec.  402.  Appropriations  available  to  the  military  de¬ 
partments  are  hereby  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000. 

TITLE  V 

Sec.  501.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  provide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $6,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000. 
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TITLE  VI 
General  Provisions 

Sec.  601.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  are  respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  or  development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of 
this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation,  as  authorized  by 
title  V  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of 
the  Kevised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities 
shall  include,  in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities  as 
to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  specified 
in  titles  I,  II,  III,  IV,  and  V,  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make 
surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
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or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 
thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  602.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $238,778,000;  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $78,334,000;  section  102, 
$223,993,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$551,105,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $331,607,200;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $107,191,300;  section  202, 
$151,342,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$596,140,900; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $709,480,000;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $450,973,000;  section  302, 
$5,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $1,165,453,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV: 


$300,000. 
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(5)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  V: 
$56,000,000. 

Sec.  603.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in 
titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  concerned,  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum  in 
the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental  United  States, 
and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the 
total  of  all  amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such 
title. 

Sec.  604.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to 
construction,  including  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  605.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this 
Act  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 
would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  con¬ 
ducting  an  adequate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
Sec.  606.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 
shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby  and  if  such 
award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  607.  Section  407  of  the  Public  Law  765,  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  407.  The  Secretarv  of  Defense  is  authorized,  sub- 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family 
housing,  in  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized 
to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  $100,000,000 
through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As¬ 
sistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress)  or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  reimburse  the  Com- 
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modity  Credit  Corporation  for  such  family  housing  in  a  dollar 
amount  equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  currencies  used 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  this  section.  For  the 
purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost, 
number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended  to  be  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the 
next  succeeding  quarter.” 

Sec.  608.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
permanent  limitations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948 
(62  Stat.  375) ,  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948 
(62  Stat.  459),  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third 
provisos  thereof:  Provided,  That  such  limitations  shall  not 
apply  to  the  unit  of  family  housing  authorized  by  title  IV 
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of  this  Act  for  the  use  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  nor  shall  the  limitations  on  the  cost  of  family 
housing  that  are  prescribed  by  section  608  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Appropriation  Act,  1956  (H.  R.  6042) 
apply  with  respect  to  such  units  of  family  housing. 

Sec.  609.  (a)  When  housing  units  are  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  this  Act  at  installations  at  which  housing  units 
shall  have  been  constructed  and  a  mortgage  thereon  insured 
by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VIII 
of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  may,  upon 
application  by  the  mortgagor,  accept  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  mortgagor’s  title  to  or  leasehold  interest  in  the 
housing  units  and  underlying  land,  subject  to  the  outstanding 
mortgage  thereon,  and  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  under  any  such  outstanding  mortgage  and  the 
cost  of  maintenance  and  operation  thereafter  accruing  with 
respect  to  such  housing  units.  Such  housing  units  shall  there¬ 
after  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of  any  out¬ 
standing  mortgage  assumed  by  the  Government. 

(b)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
are  respectively  authorized  to  acquire  by  purchase  housing 
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units  which  are  located  near  military  installations,  which 
are  adequate  and  suitable  for  housing  military  personnel  and 
their  dependents,  and  as  to  which  a  mortgage  is  insured  by 
the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title  VI  or 
title  IX  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  subject  to  the  outstand¬ 
ing  mortgage  thereon,  and  to  assume  the  payments  thereafter 
becoming  due  on  such  mortgage.  The  Secretary  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  department  concerned  may  utilize  appropriations  avail¬ 
able  for  the  construction  of  military  public  works  for  the 
liquidation  of  any  outstanding  mortgage  assumed  by  the 
Government. 

Sec.  610.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military,  naval,  or  Air  Force 
installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  ( 1 )  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations  therefor  that 
are  set  forth  in  such  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  gen¬ 
eral  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obli¬ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  author¬ 
izations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3)  the  authoriza- 
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1  tions  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  appro- 

2  priation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 

3  Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829) . 

4  Sec.  611.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty- 

5  second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

6  “Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 

7  priated,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance 

8  planning,  construction  design,  and  architectural  services  in 

9  connection  with  public  works  projects  which  are  not  other- 
10  wise  authorized  by  law.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  27,  1955. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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Tobacco . . .36 

Water  compact *37 
Water  resources.. *....* *.3 
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HIGHLIGHTS;  Both  Houses  passed  bill  to  prbvide  temporary  appropriations  (including 
ACP  item)  and  to  provide  for  increased  pay  costs.  House  passed  mutual  security 
bill.  Both  Houses  received  Hoover  Commission  reports  on  water  resources  and  power, 
paperwork  management,  Pt.  2,  and  final  report.  Senate  committee  reported  bill  to 
extend  Defense  Production  Act.  Senate  passed  bill  to  extend  public  debt  limit. 
House  received  conference  report  on  State,  Justice  appropriation  bill. 


HOUSE 

/  \ 

APPROPRIATIONS.  Both  Houses  passed  H.  J.  Res  366,  to  authorize  transfer  of  un¬ 
obligated  balances  as  of  June  30/  1955,  for  retroactive  1955  costs  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Salary  Increase  Act  of  1955.  bo  make  indefinite  appropria¬ 
tions  for  this  purpose  to  the  extent  that  the  unobligated  balances  are  in¬ 
sufficient,  and  to  provide  temporary  appropriations  for  those, agencies  for 
which  the  1956  appropriations  have  not  yet  been  enacted  (pp.  8202-3  ,  8240-1 ). 
This  measure  is  now  ready  for  the  President. 

Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  6042,  the  Defense 
Department  appropriation  bill  (pp.  8154~5>  8212-8).  This  bill  is  how  ready 
for  the  President. 

Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  6239.  the  D.  C. 
appropriation  bill  (pp.  8151-6,  8218).  This  bill  is  now  ready  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent', 

Reoeived  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  5502,  the  State,  Justice,  and 
xdiciary  appropriation  bill  (H.  Rept.  1043)  (PP*  8276-8). 

FOREIGN  AID.  Passed  with  amendments  S.  2090,  the  mutual  security  aid  bill 
(pp.  8218-39,  8242-75),  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Rep.  Vorys  to  provide  that 
the  sense  of  Congress  shall  be  that  loans  should  be  made  rather  than  grants 
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wherever  possible  in  the  foreign  assistance  program  (po.  8270-1) •  By  a  vol 
of  181  to  51,  agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Rep®  Bonner  to  delete  language  expmpt- 
lg  the  shipping  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities  from  the  requirement  that 
at  least  fifty  percent  must  be  shipped  in  .American  ships  (op.  8256-65)/  The 
committee  amendment  to  exempt  Public  Law  480  shipments  from  this  requirement 
was  ru^Led  out  of  order  (as  not  being  germane)  on  a  ooint  of  order  raised  by! e 
Rep*.:Mp;ls  (p.  8272).  House  oonferees  were  appointed.  Senate  con/erees  have 
not  yet  been  appointed.  (op.  8213-39,  821*2-7*5)  • 


3.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Both  Houses  received  the  Hoover  Commission  report  on  water 
resources  and  \oower  (H.  Doc.  208)  (pp.  8I56-7,  8287)* 


l*.  PAPERWORK.  Both  Houses  received  the  Hoover  Commission  report  on  paperwork  man¬ 
agement  (H.  Doc.  2Q7)  (po.  8156,  8287)* 


ORGANIZATION.  Both  Houses  received  the  final  report  outlie:  Ho  over  Commission 
(H.  Doc.  209)  (pp.  8157-,  8287). 


• » 


inserted  several  resolutions  adopted  by  the 


FCEESISV.  Rep.  Johnson,  Wi 

Western  Association  of  St  at/ Game  and  Fish  Commissioners  urging  consideration, 
of  funds  for  revegetating  the  western  ranges  with  browse  species  ;  funds  for 
recreational  facilities  in  national  forests;  regulation  of  forest-mining  pro¬ 
cedures;  management  of  game  on  Federal  lands;  protesting  the  disposal  of 
Bankhead-Jones  lands;  public  ownership  of  forest  lands  in  Arizona;  and  regula¬ 
tion  of  water  resources  and  power  sites  in  Restem  States  (pp.  8279-80)* 


WILDLIFE.  Rep.  Johnson,  Wis»,  insertedV&everal  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
Western  Association  of  State  Game  and/Fish  Commissioners  urging  consideration 
of  H.  R.  6502,  which  would  allocate  certain  funds  for  Federal  aid  to  States 
for  wildlife  preservation  (p.  8279)'* 


8*  FINANCE.  Rep.  Patman  inserted  several  newspaper  articles  relating  to  credit 

activities  controlled  by  the  Federal  Treasury  and  suggested  that  the  Treasury’s 
measures  were  to  the  detriment  of  the  farmer  (pp,\ 8282-6) . 


9»  INFORMATION.  Received  a  draft  of  prooosed  legislations^  from  the  United  States 
Information  Agency  to  amend  the  United  States  Information  ana  Educational 
Exchange  Act  of  191*8  (p/8287) 


- 


SENATE 


10,  DEFENSE  PRODUCTION./  The  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  reoort&d  with  amend¬ 
ments  S.  2391,  to/extend  the  Defense  Production  Act  for  2  years\(S.  Rept*  696) 

(p.  8159). 


11*  PUBLIC  WORKS •  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  6829, 
to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installa¬ 
tions,  which  includes  a  revision  of  the  provision  for  financing  certain  mili¬ 
tary  housing  in  foreign  countries  through  the  furnishing  of  surplus  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  (S,  Rept.  69U)  (p.  8159)*  This  bill  was  made  the  unfinished 
business  (p •  8207 ) . 


12.  PERSONNEL.  Passed  as  reoorted  H.  R.  55^0,  to  make  permanent  the  existing  privi 
lege  of  free  importation  of  personal  and  household  effects  brought  into  the 
V.  S.  under  Government  orders  (pp,  8176-7).  Later  in  the  day  the  House  agreed 
:o  the  Senate  amendments  (op.  821*1-2).  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the 
President . 
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AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILITARY, 
AND  AIR  FORCE  INSTALLATIONS 


NAVAL, 


June  30,  1955. —  Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Stennis,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  6829] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and 
Air  Force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes,  report  favors  blv 
thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill,  as  amended, 
do  pass. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  BILL 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  provide  authorization  for  construction 
by  the  military  departments  and  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  in  a 
total  amount  of  $2,357,317,300. 
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The  tabulation  printed  below  shows  the  breakdown  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  by  department: 


Military  public  works:  Fiscal  year  1956  authorization  bill 


Housing 

Operational 

Total 

Army— Title  I: 

Sec. 101: 

Inside  United  States..  . . 

$70, 746, 000 
10, 827, 000 

5,  799, 000 

$149, 181,000 
62, 280, 000 

218, 194, 000 
10, 000, 000 

$219, 927, 000 
73, 107, 000 

223,  993, 000 
10, 000,  000 

Outside  United  States _  _  _ 

Sec.  102,  classified  (Zone  of  Interior,  140,000,000; 
overseas,  83,993,000)-.  _ _  _ 

Subtotal,  Army _ _ _ _ 

87, 372, 000 

439,  655, 000 

527, 027, 000 

Navy— Title  II: 

Sec.  201: 

Inside  United  States . 

9,  573, 600 
43,  225,  300 
3,  305,  400 

297,  513, 000 
63, 966, 000 
148,  037,  000 
6, 000,  000 

307, 086, 600 
107, 191,300 
151,342,400 
6, 000, 000 

Outside  United  States _ 

Subtotal,  Navy _ _ _ _ 

56, 104, 300 

515,  516, 000 

571,  620,  300 

Air  Force — Title  III: 

Sec.  301: 

108, 783, 000 
1,643,000 

632. 474, 000 
456,  920, 000 

5, 000,  000 
350, 000 

741,  257, 000 
458,  563,  000 
5, 000, 000 
350,  000 

Outside  United  States. ..  . . . 

Sec.  302 _  _ _ _ 

Sec.  303  . . . .  . . 

Subtotal,  Department  of  Defense _ _ _ _ 

110,426,000  1,094,744,000  1,205,170,000 

253. 902, 300 

2,  049, 915,  000 

2, 30  ',  817, 300 
53,  500, 000 

CIA— Title  IV.—.'— . . . 

Grand  total,  bill _ _ 

2, 357, 317, 300 

FORM  OF  COMMITTEE  ACTION 

The  bill  on  which  the  committee  has  held  hearings  is  S.  1765.  After 
the  hearings  had  started,  amendments  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  were  requested  by  the  Department  of  Defense.  The 
effect  of  these  amendments  was  to  increase  the  total  authorization 
requested  by  more  than  $30  million,  and  to  cause  changes  in  station 
totals  in  many  places  throughout  the  bill.  These  changes,  together 
with  those  recommended  by  the  committee,  have  made  it  desirable 
to  report  a  committee  bill  instead  of  effecting  the  changes  through  a 
substantial  number  of  numbered  amendments. 

Title  I — Department  of  the  Army 

The  authorization  proposed  under  title  I  of  this  bill  amounts  to 
$527,027,000.  Of  this  amount,  $482,027,000  is  for  the  Army  program. 
The  remaining  $45  million  is  for  classified  construction  by  another 
agency  of  the  Government  and  was  added  to  title  I  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

It  is  the  understanding  of  the  committee  that  the  objectives  of 
this  authorization  request  are  as  follows: 

(a)  To  provide  modern  and  efficient  facilities  for  the  day-to-day 
operations  of  the  Army. 

(b)  To  enhance  our  antiaircraft  defenses  worldwide  to  further  pro¬ 
tect  our  cities  and  industrial  areas  from  attack. 

(c)  To  improve  the  housing  of  the  Army,  both  troops  and  families, 
to  maintain  the  esprit  among  all  military  personnel  and  to  retain  in 
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the  service  the  trained  people  who  constitute  the  Army’s  hard  core 
of  strength. 

Antiaircraft  defense  facilities 

$160,500,000  or  32  percent  of  the  Army  authorization  is  for  the 
purpose  of  continuing  the  worldwide  program  of  antiaircraft  defense 
facilities.  Most  of  this  sum  is  earmarked  for  land  and  construction 
of  additional  Nike  guided  missile  positions  which  will  further  protect 
our  cities  and  industrial  areas  from  attack. 

Troop  housing  and  supporting  facilities 
$67,130,000  or  12  percent  of  the  Army  authorization  is  designed  to 
continue  the  replacement  of  substandard  barracks  and  bachelor  officer 
quarters  that  was  begun  last  year  and  to  provide  the  battalion  and 
regimental  type  facilities  necessary  to  support  the  permanent  barracks 
that  have  recently  been  completed. 

Land  acquisition 

)  In  the  Army  title  there  are  5  land  acquisition  items  totaling 
$38,300,000  or  7  percent  of  the  total  program.  The  most  costly  land 
item  involves  the  acquisition  of  rights  in  52,000  acres  on  Okinawa,  for 
which  $30,500,000  is  estimated  to  be  required.  This  land  includes 
not  only  the  portion  required  by  the  Army,  but  also  that  which  is 
needed  by  the  Navy  Air  Force  and  other  United  States  agencies  rep¬ 
resented  on  the  island.  Most  of  this  property  is  already  being  used 
by  our  military  forces  and  other  agencies.  Some  of  this  usage  dates 
back  to  World  War  II. 

Other  major  land  acquisitions  are  at  Fort  Sill,  Okla.,  estimated  to 
cost  $2,216,000  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the  artillery  range  there 
and  at  Suisun  Bay,  Calif.,  estimated  to  cost  $3,209,000,  for  the  purpose 
of  acquiring  land  as  a  site  for  another  safe  ammunition  outloading  port. 

Alaska  and  Okinawa 

The  continuation  of  overseas  construction  programs  at  Alaska  and 
Okinawa  involves  $25,200,000  or  5  percent  of  the  program. 

Classified  operations 

$63,562,000  or  12  percent  of  the  program  is  designed  to  provide 
facilities  for  classified  operations  inside  the  United  States  and  at  over¬ 
seas  locations. 

Family  housing 

$87,372,000  or  16  percent  of  the  Army  authorization  is  for  the 
construction  of  5,759  units  of  family  housing  and  the  rehabilitation  of 
3,119  units  of  existing  housing  for  military  personnel  and  their  depend¬ 
ents.  Approximately  80  percent  of  the  Army  housing  is  within  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States. 

Various  facilities 

The  18  percent  of  the  total  program  not  accounted  for  in  the  cate¬ 
gories  above  is  intended  to  provide  facilities  for  research  and  develop¬ 
ment,  training,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  other 
miscellaneous  requirements. 

COMMITTEE  COMMENT  ON  NIKE  AUTHORIZATION 

The  requested  authorization  for  additional  development  of  the  Nike 
system  has  been  left  intact,  notwithstanding  a  realization  that  this 
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system  may  be  outmoded  within  the  next  few  years  by  new  anti¬ 
aircraft  systems  having  greater  range  that  are  now  under  develop¬ 
ment.  Tiie  fact  that  something  better  is  hoped  for  in  the  future 
would  hardly  justify  a  refusal  to  provide  the  best  system  that  is 
feasible  today.  In  these  circumstances,  however,  it  is  important  that 
the  Nike  system  be  constantly  evaluated  in  relation  to  new  develop¬ 
ments  in  this  field.  The  committee  trusts  that  this  evaluation  will 
be  carried  on  by  both  the  Appropriations  Committees  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

The  committee  is  further  of  the  opinion  that  special  attention  should 
be  directed  to  the  location  of  housing  for  personnel  who  man  the  Nike 
batteries.  If  new  developments  dictate  the  relocation  of  some  of  these 
units,  as  they  seem  likely  to  do,  this  housing  would  be  misplaced  in 
terms  of  operational  needs  and  its  resale  value  is  not  likely  to  be  high 
because  of  its  location.  It  is  recommended  that  very  careful  judg¬ 
ment  should  be  used  in  placing  housing  for  Nike  personnel. 


COMMITTEE  CHANGES  IN  ARMY  TITLE 

Reductions: 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Columbia,  defer 

addition  to  graduate  school _ $4,  075,  000 

Okinawa,  reduce  cost  of  school  building _  1,  000,  000 

Fort  Clayton,  Canal  Zone,  defer  108  units  family  housing _  2,  350,  000 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii,  defer  cold  storage  warehouse _  1,  877,  000 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California,  defer  dredging,  _  9,  651,  000 

Additions: 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  Black  Hills,  S.  Dak.,  100  units  of 

family  housing _  1,  350,  000 

Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz.,  fieldhouse _  935,  000 

Bachelor  officers’  quarters _  330,  000 


Title  II — Department  of  the  Navy 

The  construction  authorization  recommended  for  the  Department 
of  the  Navy  for  fiscal  year  1956  totals  $571,620,300. 

The  Navy  program  lias  three  objectives:  (1)  To  contribute  directly 
to  the  Navy’s  combat  effectiveness;  (2)  to  obtain  certain  capital 
investment  projects  that  will  permit  the  Navy  to  operate  more 
effectively  at  a  lower  cost;  and  (3)  to  make  a  start  on  certain^ 
projects  that  are  vital  to  morale  and  welfare.  This  public  work?' 
program  is  based  on  a  continuing  shore-station  improvement  plan  - 
designed  to  support  the  current  and  planned  force  levels  of  the  Navy. 
The  facilities  included  are  required  to  meet  strategic  requirements, 
to  keep  abreast  of  technological  advancements  in  material  and 
weapons,  to  replace  deteriorated  and  uneconomical  facilities,  to 
conduct  research  to  meet  operational  needs,  and  to  improve  living 
conditions  for  Navy  personnel. 

Operational  facilities 

This  category  comprises  58.3  percent  of  the  projects,  including 
those  for  aircraft  maintenance  and  air  training,  airfield  pavement, 
storage  facilities,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  waterfront 
improvements,  ordnance  installations,  medical  facilities,  and  improve¬ 
ments  to  Marine  Corps  bases. 

There  are  two  new  overseas  bases  for  the  airborne  early-warning 
system. 
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There  are  two  new  airfields  in  the  continental  United  States,  one  in 
southern  Louisiana  to  support  jet  aircraft  in  the  expanded  aviation 
program  and  one  in  southwestern  Texas  to  support  gunnery  training. 

Troop  housing 

This  part  of  the  program  constitutes  12.3  percent  of  the  Navy’s 
authorization  and  will  provide  permanent  barracks  at  Newport, 
Great  Lakes,  Coronado,  and  various  air  stations.  Most  of  these 
barracks  are  replacements  for  existing  deteriorated  buildings  but  the 
overseas  part  of  the  program  is  new  construction. 

Training  facilities 

This  classification  represents  1.9  percent  of  the  Navy  program.  It 
is  designed  to  meet  the  deficiencies  that  now  exist  at  many  fleet  bases, 
training  centers,  and  Marine  Corps  bases.  Air  facilities  for  training 
in  the  operation  of  new  weapons  are  lacking. 

v  Research  facilities 

'  6.5  percent  of  the  authorization  request  is  for  this  purpose.  A  new 

maneuvering  basin  is  requested  for  the  David  Taylor  Model  Basin 
at  Carderock,  Md.,  in  order  to  conduct  research  in  behavior  and 
control  of  high  speed  ships  and  submarines  in  rough  seas.  Expansion 
of  the  Navy’s  mine  countermeasures  station  at  Panama  City,  Fla., 
is  included  in  order  that  the  Navy  may  keep  abreast  of  developments 
in  mines  and  protective  countermeasures. 

Welfare  and  morale  facilities 

2.7  percent  of  the  requested  authorization  is  for  this  purpose. 
Chapels  are  programed  at  six  stations  now  using  makeshift  arrange¬ 
ments  for  religious  services.  A  limited  number  of  playing  facilities, 
theaters,  gymnasiums  and  other  recreational  facilities  is  requested 
for  those  stations  where  opportunities  for  participation  in  sports  and 
recreation  are  limited. 

Land  acquisition 

2.1  percent  of  the  authorization  request  is  for  the  acquisition  of 
land,  largely  to  accommodate  construction  projects  included  in  the 
program. 

)  Aviation  clearance  program 

3.9  percent  of  the  authorization  request  is  for  the  acquisition  of  fee 
and  easement  interests  and  obstacle  clearance  in  order  to  protect  the 
Government’s  large  investment  in  airfields  and  to  reduce  hazards  to 
pilots  and  aircraft  operating  from  the  fields. 

Pollution  abatement  projects 

This  part  of  the  program  constitutes  2.6  percent  of  the  total.  It  is 
included  in  order  that  the  Navy  may  comply  with  an  Executive  order 
and  various  State  and  municipal  laws  designed  to  eliminate  sewage 
pollution  of  harbors  and  rivers. 

Family  quarters 

This  category  makes  up  9.7  percent  of  the  total  authorization. 
80  percent  of  the  family  housing  requested  is  for  overseas  stations. 
The  Navy  would  be  authorized  to  construct  3,085  units  of  family 
housing  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $56,104,300. 
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AIRCRAFT  OVERHAULING  AND  REPAIR  FACILITIES 

At  the  naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla.,  the  Navy  has  requested 
an  authorization  of  $1,336,000  for  preparation  of  plans  and  specifica¬ 
tions  for  new  overhauling  and  repair  facilities  at  Forrest  Sherman 
Field.  Authorization  and  appropriations  in  the  estimated  amount  of 
$33,414,000  are  scheduled  to  be  requested  in  fiscal  year  1957.  Infor¬ 
mation  furnished  the  committee  regarding  the  location  of  overhaul  and 
repair  facilities  was  somewhat  at  variance  with  the  prior  understand¬ 
ing  of  a  program  for  the  concentration  of  these  facilities  at  a  very 
limited  number  of  locations.  When  this  authorization  item  is  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Congress  next  year,  the  committee  expects  to  make  a 
thorough  examination  into  the  possibility  of  reducing  or  eliminating 
activities  of  this  type  at  other  naval  air  stations. 

DRYDOCKING  OF  “FORRESTAL”-TYPE  CARRIERS 

Navy  witnesses  indicated  to  the  committee  that  there  are  no  facili-1 
ties  on  the  west,  coast  for  repairing  carriers  of  the  Forrestal  type  that, 
have  suffered  battle  damage.  Indications  were  that  an  item  for  the 
construction  of  a  new  drvdock  at  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Puget  Sound, 
would  have  been  requested  in  next  year’s  authorization  bill.  In  order 
to  permit  progress  on  this  important  item,  the  committee  has  included 
authorization  in  the  amount  of  $2  million  for  the  plans  and  specifica¬ 
tions  on  this  drydock.  This  action  should  expedite  its  construction 
when  authorized. 


COMMITTEE  CHANGES  IN  NAVY  TITLE 

Reductions: 

District  of  Columbia,  3  units  of  family  housing _  $81,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Va.,  delete  acquisition  of  Parramore 

Island  and  constructions  items  thereon _  600,  000 

Naval  Supply  Center,  Norfolk,  Va.,  defer  elimination  of  grade 

crossing _  378,  000 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Va.,  reduce  cost  of  trunk  high¬ 
way _  500, 000 

Naval  Torpedo  Station,  Keyport,  Wash.,  authorization  request 

withdrawn _  196,  000 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Squantum,  Mass.,  authorization  request  ^ 

withdrawn _  50,  000(1 

Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  1,  Elk  Hills,  Calif.,  authorization 

request  withdrawn _  8,  000,  000 

Trust  Territories,  Pacific,  authorization  request  withdrawn _  1,  772,  000 

Additions: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Wash.,  plans  and 

specifications  for  drydock _  2,  000,  000 


Title  III — Department  of  the  Air  Force 

The  Air  Force  would  be  granted  construction  authorization  in  the 
sum  of  $1,205,170,000.  Of  the  total  authorization  requested  by  the 
Air  Force,  approximately  $747  million  is  in  the  United  States  and 
approximately  $458  million  is  overseas. 

The  construction  objectives  of  the  Air  Force  are  pointed  toward 
providing  the  minimum  facility  requirements  for  sustained  operations 
of  the  137-wing  Air  Force  that,  is  to  be  attained  in  June  of  1957.  To 
accomplish  this  goal,  facilities  of  the  following  types  must  be  provided : 

(a)  Operational  staging  and  training  requirements  for  the  new 
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long-range  heavy  bomber  aircraft,  the  B-52,  which  is  being  phased 
into  the  SAC  striking  forces. 

(6)  Additional  development  and  expansion  of  the  air  defense  net, 
including  warning  sites  in  the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  fighter 
interceptor  bases. 

(c)  Family  housing. 

( d )  Aircraft  fuel  storage. 

( e )  Guided  missile  and  pilotless  aircraft  requirements. 

(/)  Research  and  development  projects,  including  development  of 
nuclear-powered  aircraft. 

(g)  Continued  development  of  the  base  complex  in  Spain. 

(h)  Facilities  for  bases  deferred  from  previous  programs  owing  to 
lack  of  base  rights. 

(i)  Replacement  of  deteriorated,  obsolete,  and  substandard  facili¬ 
ties,  with  initial  emphasis  on  replacement  of  medical  facilities,  dormi¬ 
tories,  and  dining  halls. 

(j)  Personnel  and  recreational  facilities. 

Continental  United  States 

The  largest  portion  of  the  continental  United  States  program, 
$244,212,000,  or  20  percent  of  the  total  program,  is  for  the  Strategic 
Air  Command.  Almost  one-third  of  the  SAC  program  is  for  airfield 
pavements,  principally  wider  and  longer  runways  and  wider  taxiways 
to  provide  capability  for  operation  of  the  B-52  heavy  bomber  and 
safe  operation  of  the  B-47  medium  bombers  of  the  SAC  striking  forces. 
Consistent  with  the  emphasis  upon  increasing  our  retaliatory  and  air 
defense  capabilities,  the  Air  Defense  Command  has  the  next  largest 
share  of  the  program,  $112,584,000  for  additional  operating  facilities 
at  fighter  interceptor  bases,  and  $100,382,000  for  expanding  and  in¬ 
creasing  the  facilities  of  the  continental  aircraft  control  and  warning 
system.  The  ADC  base  program  includes  two  new  bases  (Bucking¬ 
ham  Weapons  Center,  Florida,  and  Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wiscon¬ 
sin)  and  provides  a  second  increment  at  the  six  new  interceptor  bases 
authorized  last  year. 

The  next  largest  segment  in  the  United  States  is  for  the  Air  Materiel 
Command,  which  has  $74,484,000,  or  6.8  percent  of  the  total.  Half 
of  the  AMC  program  is  for  airfield  pavements,  the  major  portion  of 
which  provides  capacities  for  receiving  jet-type  aircraft  for  mainte¬ 
nance  at  the  depots.  Also  included  are  facilities  for  the  USAF  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Technology  at  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base. 

The  Research  and  Development  Command  program  of  $79,123,500 
will  provide  facilities  for  continuing  the  development  of  nuclear- 
powered  aircraft  and  intercontinental  ballistic  missiles. 

The  Tactical  Air  Command  receives  $55,308,500,  most  of  which  is 
for  airfield  pavements  and  family  housing. 

The  Air  Training  Command  program  of  $40,944,500  is  intended  to 
replace  temporary  World  War  II  dormitories  and  dining  halls  and 
constructs  additional  family  housing. 

The  other  Air  Force  commands  in  the  continental  United  States 
have  smaller  programs. 

Outside  continental  United  States 

Over  half  of  the  overseas  program,  $234,996,000,  is  for  the  United 
States  Air  Forces  in  Europe.  This  authorization  is  for  application  to 
bases  in  France,  the  United  Kingdom,  Spain,  French  Morocco,  and 
other  locations.  The  USAFE  program  consists  primarily  of  large 
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amounts  for  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  fuel  storage  and  dispensing 
facilities,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities  that  will  provide  addi¬ 
tional  operational  capability. 

The  second  largest  portion  of  the  overseas  program  is  for  the  aircraft 
control  and  warning  systems,  for  which  purpose  $98,552,000  is  included 
in  the  bill.  Much  of  this  authorization  is  to  continue  construction  of 
the  distant  early-warning  line  across  the  most  northerly  part  of 
North  America.  The  remainder  provides  additional  facilities  at 
warning  sites  in  Alaska,  Canada,  and  overseas  locations. 

The  Far  East  Air  Forces  would  be  authorized  $42,017,000,  which 
would  provide  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  refueling  facilities,  and 
storage  facilities  required  to  support  operations  of  the  strategic 
forces. 

The  Alaskan  Air  Command  program  of  $28,829,000  consists  mostly 
of  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  fuel  storage  and  refueling  facilities,  and 
maintenance  facilities  to  support  SAC  missions  and  fighter  interceptor 
units  of  the  Alaskan  defense  system.  The  Alaska  program  also  ( 
contains  the  first  phase  of  a  replacement  of  deteriorated  and  sub-  ' 
standard  dormitories  and  dining  halls. 

The  $23,601,000  authorization  for  the  Northeast  Air  Command 
includes  facilities  at  the  Argentia  Naval  Air  Station  to  permit  return 
to  the  Navy  of  facilities  now  used  by  Air  Force  units. 

The  Military  Air  Transport  Service  program  of  $19,847,000  encom¬ 
passes  bases  in  both  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Ocean  areas. 

Family  housing 

The  family  housing  that  would  be  authorized  in  title  III  consists 
of  8,118  units  at  a  total  estimated  cost  of  $110,426,000. 

COMMITTEE  CHANGES  IN  AIR  FORCE  TITLE 

Changes  in  line  items  within  the  Ah  Force  title  are  too  numerous  to 
be  listed  in  a  summary  of  this  type.  The  changes  fall  within  three 
general  categories: 

1.  Revisions  requested  by  the  Ah  Force  prior  to  committee 
consideration  of  the  bill  involved  a  net  reduction  of  $12,422,000. 
This  reduction  came  about  by  adding  $2,005,000  in  authorization 
to  various  bases  in  the  continental  United  States  and  reducing  ( 
overseas  stations  by  $14,427,000; 

2.  The  addition  of  $14,196,000  at  various  bases  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  new  defense  technique  of  a  classified  nature; 

3.  The  addition  of  $27,349,000  at  several  bases  within  the 
Strategic  Ah  Command  for  providing  the  facilities  that  will  be 
required  because  of  an  increased  production  of  B-52’s  recently 
announced  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 

The  committee  has  also  approved  an  authorization  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  an  off-base  roadway  to  serve  Iveesler  Field. 

MILITARY  FAMILY  HOUSING  [TITLES  I,  II,  AND  III] 

This  bill  contains  a  proposed  authorization  for  the  construction  of 
almost  17,000  family  housing  units.  The  housing  units  are  inter¬ 
spersed  throughout  titles  I,  II,  and  III.  This  represents  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  a  program  begun  last  year  following  enactment  of  Public 
Law  765  of  the  83d  Congress.  The  housing  authorization  contained 
in  this  bill  is  less  than  10  percent  of  the  requirements  computed  below. 
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The  lack  of  adequate  family  housing  for  military  personnel  and  their 
families  is  unquestionably  one  of  the  most  serious  problems  of  the 
Military  Establishment.  There  is  a  total  gross  requirement,  world¬ 
wide,  for  727,000  units  of  dependent  military  housing.  This  total  is 
based  on  the  1956  projected  military  personnel  strength  of  almost 
2,900,000  and  applying  to  it  the  percentages  of  married  men  as  devel¬ 
oped  from  military  experience.  On  this  same  basis,  the  requirement 
within  the  United  States  is  538,000  units.  To  meet  this  requirement, 
the  military  departments  have  available  to  them  the  following  units: 


Permanent  public  quarters _  32,  600 

Navy  rentals -  17’  000 

Wherry  units _  78,  800 

Public  Law  765  units _  n|  600 


Total -  140,  000 


From  the  resulting  deficit  of  398,000,  there  must  be  deducted  the 
number  of  available  privately  owned  dwellings,  which  is  estimated  to 
)  be  218,000  units.  Thus,  the  net  deficit  in  the  continental  United  States 
is  180,000  units,  broken  down  into  53,000  for  the  Army,  37,000  for  the 
Navy,  and  90,000  for  the  Air  Force. 

In  addition  to  the  continental  United  States  deficit  of  180,000,  there 
is  a  deficit  of  11,000  in  the  Territories  and  possessions  and  56,000  in 
foreign  countries.  Thus,  the  total  worldwide  deficit  is  247,000  units. 

In  the  calculations  above,  approximately  79,000  Government-owned 
units  of  temporary  construction  have  not  been  included.  These  were 
originally  designed  for  emergency  wartime  use  and  are  inadequate  in 
many  respects,  including  quality  and  size.  The  Department  of  Defense 
plans  to  replace  them  with  permanent  structures  as  part  of  a  long-range 
program. 

The  family  housing  program  has  grown  so  acute  that  it  is  imperative 
to  inaugurate  a  comprehensive  program  at  this  time.  Such  a  program 
is  needed  not  only  as  a  morale  factor,  but  also  to  end  the  costly  prac¬ 
tice  of  maintaining  converted  barracks  and  other  temporary  structures 
that  have  long  since  passed  their  period  of  useful  economic  life.  It  is 
also  needed  to  reduce  appropriations  for  the  continued  payment  of 
quarters  allowances  to  personnel  who  cannot  be  supplied  with  public 
quarters.  During  the  last  3  fiscal  years,  the  amounts  of  quarters 
)  allowances  paid  in  millions  of  dollars  are  as  follows: 

Amounts  appropriated  for  quarters  allowances 


[In  millions  of  dollars] 


1952 

1953 

1954 

Army _  _ _ __ 

456.3 

524. 1 

506.8 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps _  ... . . . . 

345.4 

383.9 

393.3 

Air  Force.  _ _ _ _ _ ... 

331.6 

414.5 

394.1 

Total _ _ _ _ _ 

1, 133. 3 

1,322.5 

1,294.2 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  considered  various  methods  for 
providing  the  needed  housing,  including  deferred  payment  through 
annual  appropriations,  lease  purchase  contracts,  working  capital  funds 
utilizing  unexpended  balances  of  prior  appropriations,  creation  of  a 
military  housing  corporation  with  authority  to  issue  bonds,  and  direct 
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appropriations.  The  Department  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  simplest  method,  and  the  cheapest  one  in  the  long  run,  involves  the 
providing  of  public  quarters  through  the  traditional  use  of  funds 
directly  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  The  committee  is  inclined  to 
agree  with  this  view.  Consequently,  it  is  expected  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  will  keep  the  committee  fully  and  currently  informed, 
through  the  Subcommittee  on  Real  Estate  and  Military  Construction, 
of  participation  bv  the  Department  in  any  program  to  provide  housing 
for  military  personnel  other  than  the  traditional  method  of  authori¬ 
zations  and  direct  appropriations.  The  Subcommittee  on  Real  Estate 
and  Military  Construction  will  continue  its  inquiry  into  the  total 
housing  program,  including  the  coordination  between  the  housing 
constructed  pursuant  to  authorizations  approved  by  the  committee 
and  other  systems  of  providing  military  family  housing. 

The  family  housing  authorization  recommended  in  this  bill  is  dis¬ 
tributed  as  follows: 


Family  housing  and  authorization 


Units 

Cost 

Average 

5,  759 
3,085 
8,118 

$83,055,000 
56, 104, 300 
110,426, 000 

$14,  422 
18, 195 
13,603 

16, 962 
3, 119 

249, 585,  300 
4,  317, 000 

14,  726 
1,384 

253, 902,  300 

The  total  of  16,962  units  of  new  construction  includes  13,833  within 
the  United  States  at  an  average  cost  of  $13,480  each,  including  utilities 
and  site  preparation,  and  3,129  units  at  overseas  locations  at  an  aver¬ 
age  cost  per  unit  of  $20,245,  which  represents  an  overseas  construc¬ 
tion  factor  of  1.5. 

Congressional  appropriations  for  military  family  housing  will  be 
requested  this  year  in  the  sum  of  approximately  $365  million.  This 
sum  includes  the  authorization  requested  in  this  bill  plus  approxi¬ 
mately  $110  million  in  unfunded  authorization  from  Public  Law  765, 
83d  Congress.  This  appropriation,  if  approved,  will  provide  a  total 
of  slightly  more  than  29,000  housing  units.  This  includes  new  con¬ 
struction,  trailers,  and  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing. 

Effect  on  Wherry  housing 

In  the  bill  as  introduced  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  section  509  was  intended  to  provide  sponsors  of  Wherry  Act 
housing  with  a  degree  of  protection  against  loss  resulting  from  con¬ 
struction  of  housing  with  appropriated  funds.  Upon  application  by 
the  mortgagor,  the  secretaries  of  the  military  departments  would  have 
been  authorized  to  accept  upon  behalf  of  the  Government  the  mortga¬ 
gors  interest  in  the  housing  units  and  the  underlying  land,  and  would 
have  assumed  the  outstanding  mortgage  thereon.  This  section  was 
strenuously  opposed  by  Wherry  sponsors,  who  maintain  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  pay  fair  market  value  for  any  Wherry  housing  ac¬ 
quired.  Although  under  the  language  as  requested  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  this  authority  could  have  been  utilized  only  upon  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  mortgagor,  the  committee  has  eliminated  this  section 
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from  the  bill.  Section  509  as  it  now  appears  has  no  relationship 
whatever  to  Wherry  housing. 

The  committee  has  inquired  into  the  effect  of  the  housing  authorized 
by  this  bill  upon  existing  Wherry  units.  The  analysis  printed  below 
shows  the  housing  requirements  and  deficits  at  installations  in  this 
bill  at  which  new  housing  would  be  authorized.  It  will  be  seen  that 
after  taking  into  account  the  existing  Wherry  units  and  the  units  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  bill,  there  is  still  an  unsatisfied  deficit. 


Analysis  of  family  housing  requirements  at  installations  with  existing  Wherry 
projects  and  for  which  housing  would  be  authorized  by  the  bill 
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Name  and  location  of  installation 

Fam¬ 

ily 

hous¬ 

ing 

re¬ 

quire¬ 

ments 

Exist¬ 

ing 

Wherry 

Exist¬ 

ing 

gov¬ 

ern¬ 

ment 

Com¬ 

mu¬ 

nity 

sup¬ 

port 

Net 

deficit 

Au¬ 
thor¬ 
ized  in 
hill 

Un¬ 

satis¬ 

fied 

deficit 

ARMY 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md.  ...  _ _ 

1,442 

796 

73 

200 

373 

36 

337 

Fort  Lee,  Va _  . 

1,297 

300 

8 

493 

496 

150 

346 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah . . 

495 

400 

30 

0 

65 

16 

49 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va..  _ 

1,814 

450 

608 

350 

406 

114 

292 

Fort  Devens,  Mass  _ _ 

2, 182 

202 

111 

594 

1,275 

400 

875 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J _ 

2,  841 

800 

35 

985 

1,021 

400 

621 

Fort  Knox,  Kv _  .  .  ..  .  _ 

3.  815 

1,700 

422 

600 

1,093 

360 

733 

Fort  Benning,  Ga_.  .  .  . . . . 

6,  627 

1,000 

935 

1,232 

3,460 

150 

3,310 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C  _ 

8,074 

2,  000 

243 

2,  500 

3,  331 

490 

2,841 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky. . . . . 

8,  476 

1,200 

336 

3,390 

3,  550 

401 

3, 149 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala .  . . 

964 

140 

49 

400 

375 

150 

225 

Fort  Hood,  Tex  . 

7,  367 

568 

1,372 

2,963 

2,  464 

400 

2,064 

Fort  Riley,  Kans _  __  . . . 

2,932 

400 

298 

1,543 

691 

200 

491 

Fort  Sheridan,  111 _ _ _ 

414 

100 

121 

40 

153 

100 

53 

Sandia  Base,  N.  Mex.  ...  _ 

1,428 

300 

322 

300 

506 

90 

416 

NAVY 

Camp  Pendleton  (MC).  Calif _  .  .. 

6,  894 

1,562 

760 

1, 119 

3,  453 

332 

3,121 

Twentynine  Palms  (MCTC),  Calif _ 

931 

493 

0 

148 

290 

2 

288 

AIR  FORCE 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  N.  J  . .  _  ... 

2,238 

200 

10 

895 

1,133 

270 

863 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Idaho _  . 

1, 192 

500 

124 

55 

513 

150 

363 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  S.  C_  . . 

1,979 

500 

152 

487 

840 

300 

540 

Total . .  .  _  .  . . 

63,  402 

13, 611 

6,009 

18, 294 

25, 488 

4,  511 

20, 977 

Family  housing  requirements  are  estimated  by  use  of  marriage  factors  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  military  services. 

Housing  now  in  existence  and  assured  for  future  availability  is  used  to  reduce 
requirements  to  a  current  net  deficit.  Such  housing  includes  Wherry  completed 
and  under  construction;  existing  permanent  Government  quarters  and  rental 
housing  plus  quarters  authorized  by  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress;  and  adequate 
private  rental  housing  within  15  miles  or  30  minutes  of  the  station  as  based  on 
actual  field  reports  except  when  additional  support  is  credited  by  DOD  as  a  pre¬ 
caution  to  avoid  overprograming. 

Housing  requested  in  the  fiscal  year  1956  public  works  bill  is  then  subtracted 
from  the  current  net  deficit  to  indicate  the  requirements  which  will  be  unsatisfied 
if  the  current  request  is  authorized. 


COMMITTEE  ACTION  ON  CONTROVERSIAL  ITEMS 

The  committee  received  many  requests  to  testify  from  persons 
interested  in  various  items  in  the  bill.  Every  person  who  requested 
the  opportunity  of  testifying  was  heard,  and  careful  consideration  has 
been  given  to  their  views.  Committee  action  on  the  controversial 
items  is  as  follows: 
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The  Army  requested  an  authorization  of  $12,860,000  to  provide  an 
ammunition  terminal  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area  of  California. 
In  the  same  area,  the  Navy  requested  $1,688,000  for  the  acquisition 
of  land  at  the  naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif.,  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  additional  safety  distances  and  to  restrict  encroachment  on  a 
hazardous  area.  Both  of  these  acquisitions  were  opposed  by  local 
citizens.  The  committee  inquired  into  the  possibility  of  combining 
the  ammunition-loading  facility  in  this  area  so  as  to  obviate  one  of  the 
acquisitions.  Responsible  officials  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
insist  that  a  combination  is  not  feasible  because  the  Port  Chicago  area 
could  not  accommodate  the  expansion  that  would  be  required  for 
adding  the  Army  ammunition-loading  requirements  here,  and  the 
area  proposed  for  acquisition  by  the  Army  cannot  accommodate  the 
types  of  ships  that  normally  are  loaded  at  Port  Chicago.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  the  land  acquisition  for  the  West  Coast  Ammuni¬ 
tion  Terminal,  but  has  deferred  the  item  of  $9,651,000  for  dredging. 
This  terminal  is  a  mobilization  requirement  and  the  committee  is  of 
the  opinion  that  dredging  accomplished  at  this  time  might  have  to  be 
repeated  in  the  future.  While  the  land  acquisition  at  Port  Chicago 
has  been  approved,  the  committee  is  seriously  disturbed  that  entire 
towns,  including  Port  Chicago,  will  be  left  within  the  danger  zone. 
The  committee  believes  that  the  Department  of  Defense  should  re- 
stucly  the  safety  problem  at  Port  Chicago  and  submit  to  the  Congress 
a  program  that  will  comply  with  the  Department’s  own  regulations 
on  safety  distances  at  this  location. 

Another  Army  acquisition  to  which  there  is  considerable  local  oppo¬ 
sition  is  the  proposed  expansion  of  Fort  Sill  that  involves  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  a  portion  of  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wild  Life  Refuge.  The 
committee  has  considered  the  opposition  of  these  local  opponents, 
but  it  appears  that  the  only  alternative  to  the  acquisition  is  to  forego 
the  full  utilization  of  the  training  facilities  and  weapons  at  Fort  Sill. 
Accordingly,  this  acquisition  has  been  approved. 

The  Navy  title  included  an  item  for  the  acquisition  of  Parramore 
Island,  off  the  eastern  coast  of  Virginia,  and  for  construction  thereon 
for  use  as  a  bombing  range  of  a  special  type.  While  the  acquisition 
would  displace  no  permanent  residents,  there  is  much  apprehension 
that  it  would  disrupt  the  fishing  industry  in  the  area.  Members  of 
the  Virginia  congressional  delegation  impressed  upon  the  committee 
the  sizable  Government  landholdings  in  this  vicinity  and  the  adverse 
effect  that  the  Parramore  acquisition  might  have  on  the  local  economy. 
In  this  instance,  the  committee  has  deleted  the  item  for  acquisition 
of  Parramore  Island  and  believes  that  the  Navy  should  restudy  all 
possible  alternatives  in  an  attempt  to  find  a  range  that  would  be  less 
objectionable  from  the  local  standpoint. 

A  land  acquisition  at  the  Dahlgren  Proving  Ground,  Dahlgren,  Va., 
was  again  the  subject  of  committee  consideration,  as  it  had  been  last 
year.  The  issue  here  is  that  the  Navy  erected  a  rocket  launcher 
before  it  acquired  the  necessary  land  into  which  to  fire  the  rockets. 
Thus,  the  committee  faced  the  choice  of  approving  the  land  acquisi¬ 
tion  or  of  allowing  the  rocket  launcher  to  be  used  at  less  than  its 
maximum  capacity.  The  committee  has  permitted  this  item  to  re¬ 
main  in  the  bill  but  enjoins  the  Department  of  the  Navy  not  to  permit 
a  recurrence  of  such  a  dilemma. 
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A  Navy  proposal  to  establish  a  new  jet  base  in  the  vicinity  of  New 
Iberia,  La.,  was  the  subject  of  painstaking  deliberation  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  The  land  required  as  a  site  for  this  base  is  in  possession  of 
descendants  of  the  Acadians  and  much  of  it  has  been  held  within  the 
families  for  200  years.  Despite  misgivings  over  disrupting  such  a 
tradition,  the  committee  has  been  impressed  by  the  efforts  of  the 
Navy  to  find  another  suitable  location,  without  success.  The  essen¬ 
tial  factors  in  the  selection  of  the  New  Iberia  area  were  the  soil  condi¬ 
tions,  the  proximity  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  gunnery  ranges  there, 
and  the  avoidance  of  airspace  problems.  Responsible  Navy  officials 
have  assured  the  committee  that  the  New  Iberia  site  is  the  only  one 
within  the  acceptable  area  that  meets  Navy  requirements  and  on 
which  the  soil  conditions  are  satisfactory  enough  to  justify  an  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  magnitude  that  will  be  required  for  such  a  base.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  New  Iberia  location  has  been  approved. 

The  Air  Force  authorization  request  includes  an  item  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  headquarters  building  for  the  Air  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Command.  The  headquarters  is  now  located  in  the  city  of 
Baltimore,  scattered  among  several  buildings,  none  of  which  is  "ade¬ 
quate  as  a  headquarters  building.  The  Air  Force  proposes  to  locate 
the  headquarters  building  at  the  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Ah’  Force  for  Research  and  Development,  and  the  head  of 
the  Air  Research  and  Development  Command  testified  that  the 
Wright-Patterson  location  is  the  most  desirable  one.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  committee  considered  the  so-called  Cook  report,  which  was 
prepared  earlier  within  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  and  which 
recommended  Andrews  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for  headquarters 
of  the  Research  and  Development  Command.  The  committee  judg¬ 
ment  is  that  a  conclusive  case  has  not  been  made  for  Wright-Patterson 
ag  the  most  advantageous  location  for  this  construction,  although  no 
doubt  is  entertained  regarding  the  desirability  of  moving  from  the 
present  unsatisfactory  arrangements  in  Baltimore.  Hence,  the  con¬ 
struction  authorization  for  this  purpose  has  been  removed  from 
Wright-Patterson,  but  left  in  the  bill  at  a  location  to  be  determined. 
The  committee  believes  that  further  study  should  be  given  to  this 
selection,  with  particular  weight  being  given  to  the  dispersal  problem 
and  to  earlier  recommendations  on  this  subject.  It  is  expected  that 
the  appropriate  congressional  committees  will  be  fully  advised  as  to 
the  results  of  this  study  before  the  Air  Force  proceeds  to  utilize  this 
construction  authorization. 

RESERVE  FACILITIES  AT  SIOUX  FALLS,  S.  DAK. 

The  need  of  existing  units  of  the  National  Guard,  both  air  and 
ground,  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  Naval  Surface 
Reserves,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  for 
joint  training  and  supporting  facilities  at  the  site  of  the  municipal 
airport  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  committee.  It  appears 
that  a  great  deal  of  valuable  Government  equipment  and  property  is 
improperly  housed  and  that  training  facilities  are  inadequate.  The 
committee  brings  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  appropriate  consideration  under  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Defense  Facilities  Act. 
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FORMULATION  AND  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  PROGRAM 

The  committee  has  noted  with  pleasure  the  very  substantial  im¬ 
provements  in  the  composition  and  method  of  presentation  to  the 
Congress  of  the  military  public  works  programs.  The  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Properties  and  Installations,  his  Director  of 
Construction,  and  the  military  and  civilian  officials  responsible  for 
the  presentation  of  this  program  in  each  of  the  three  military  depart¬ 
ments  have  heen  impressive  in  their  appearances  before  the  committee. 

During  the  forthcoming  adjournment  of  the  Congress  and  early  in 
the  next  session,  the  committee  intends  to  continue  its  conferences 
and  formal  hearings  with  these  officials  for  the  purposes  of  following 
the  progress  of  the  construction  program,  of  examining  cost  experi¬ 
ence,  and  of  formulating  judgment  on  future  requirements. 

LAND  ACQUISITIONS 

The  committee  has  reluctantly  approved  the  authorization  in  this 
bill  for  acquisition  of  additional  land  at  several  installations.  While 
it  is  realized  that  the  development  of  new  weapons  and  aircraft  has 
made  some  installations  obsolete  for  the  purposes  that  they  must  now 
serve,  the  inconvenience  to  the  dislocated  landowners  and  the  tax 
consequences  to  local  governments  caused  by  continued  land  takings 
for  military  purposes  are  subjects  of  serious  concern.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  and  the  military  departments  are  again  urged  to 
limit  their  land  requirements  to  the  absolute  minimum  that  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  their  missions  in  the  national  defense,  and  to  coordinate 
operations  that  require  extensive  land  areas. 

Under  the  provisions  of  title  VI,  Public  Law  155,  82d  Congress,  the 
committee  will  have  an  additional  opportunity  to  consider  land 
acquisitions  involving  more  than  $25,000  that  are  authorized  in  this 
bill.  The  acquisitions  that  are  subject  to  this  provision  of  law  will 
again  be  carefully  reviewed  in  the  light  of  circumstances  then  existing 
when  committee  agreement  is  sought. 

Title  IV 

This  title  of  the  bill  would  authorize  the  Director  of  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  to  construct  a  headquarters  building,  together  with  related 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost  not  to 
exceed  $53,500,000. 

Th  is  authorization  has  been,  included  in  the  military  construction 
bill  since  the  Armed  Services  Committees  have  jurisdiction  over 
matters  of  substantive  legislation  affecting  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

The  CIA  is  presently  located  in  34  separate  buildings  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  area.  The  committee  has  been  impressed  by  the  increased 
efficiency  and  security  that  could  be  attained  by  providing  centralized 
facilities,  in  addition  to  the  monetary  savings  that  will  result. 

The  authorization  request  for  the  building  proper  was  in  the  amount 
of  $50  million.  The  committee  has  reduced  this  request  by  $5  million 
after  considering  the  cost  of  construction  and  the  size  of  similar 
buildings  in  the  Washington  area. 
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Selection  of  a  site  for  this  construction  was  the  subject  of  careful 
committee  inquiry.  One  of  the  proposed  locations  that  is  still  a  very 
likely  possibility  is  on  Government-owned  land  at  Langley,  Va.  if 
this  site  is  finally  chosen,  an  extension  of  the  George  Washington 
Memorial  Parkway  from  its  present  terminus  approximately  3 %  miles 
below  Chain  Bridge  to  the  research  station  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  at  Langley,  Va.,  approximately  3%  miles  above  Chain  Bridge, 
would  he  required.  The  bill  includes  authority  to  transfer  $8,500,000 
to  the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission  and  the  Department  of 
Interior  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction  of  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  this  parkway.  If  the  Langley  site  is  not  selected,  this 
$8,500,000  would  not  be  available  for  obligation.  The  original 
estimate  of  $6  million  for  land  acquisition  at  a  site  other  than  Langley 
has  been  reduced  by  the  committee  to  $1  million. 

A  proviso  to  this  title  calls  for  the  demolition,  at  such  time  as  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the  headquarters  installation 
authorized  by  this  title,  of  temporary  space  of  “equivalent  occu¬ 
pancy”  to  that  now  occupied  by  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  in 
temporary  buildings.  It  is  expected  that  priority  will  be  given  to  the 
demolition  of  the  temporary  buildings  in  the  Mall  area. 

Title  V — General  Provisions 

Section  501  provides  the  authority  to  acquire  land  on  which  to  pro¬ 
vide  family  housing  for  military  personnel.  It  also  contains  the 
customary  language  avoiding  the  application  of  certain  sections  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  that  impose  unreasonable  restrictions  on  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  a  military  construction  program  under  conditions  prevailing 
today. 

Section  502  authorizes  the  appropriation  of  funds  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  bill. 

Section  503  permits  a  reasonable  flexibility  in  the  costs  of  construc¬ 
tion  at  individual  installations.  This  section  allows  the  station  total 
to  be  exceeded  by  5  percent  at  stations  within  the  United  States  and 
by  10  percent  at  stations  overseas,  but  any  excess  at  individual  stations 
must  be  compensated  for  by  reductions  within  the  title  of  the  station 
involved. 

Section  504  defines  the  specific  construction  authority  so  as  to 
include  incidental  expenses  such  as  those  of  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Section  505  authorizes,  in  the  case  of  foreign  contracts,  a  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  rigid  audit  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  82d  Congress. 
These  requirements  are  difficult  to  apply  in  foreign  countries  because 
of  the  reluctance  of  foreign  contractors  to  agree  to  compliance,  and 
because  of  the  lack  of  conformity  of  foreign  accounting  practices  to 
American  standards.  This  section  is  not  new.  Similar  language  has 
been  included  in  all  military  construction  acts  since  1952. 

Section  506  repeats,  in  substance,  the  provisions  of  a  floor  amend¬ 
ment  to  last  year’s  military  construction  bill.  This  section  provides 
that  contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained 
in  this  bill  shall  be  awarded  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the  lowest 
responsible  bidder,  if  the  interest  of  the  national  security  would  not 
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be  impaired  thereby,  and  if  such  an  award  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of  1947. 

Section  507  amends  section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress, 
by  increasing  from  $25  million  to  $100  million  the  authority  to  provide 
housing  through  use  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  surplus  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  The 
revised  section  amends  the  provision  with  respect  to  the  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  provides  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  $100  million  shall  apply  to  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  of 
foreign  currencies  rather  than  to  the  value  of  the  houses.  This  will 
enable  the  Department  of  Defense,  in  appropriate  cases,  to  utilize 
troop  labor  without  a  reduction  in  the  total  of  the  authority  to  use 
proceeds  from  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities.  The 
amendment  will  also  provide  a  more  realistic  basis  for  the  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  It  will  enable  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  cooperate  and  assist  in  the  surplus  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  disposal  program  and  to  reimburse  the  Com-  / 
modity  Credit  Corporation  through  payments  that  otherwise  would  \ 
be  made  to  military  personnel  as  rental  allowances  without  increasing 
the  Defense  budget. 

Section  508  reaffirms  the  existing  limitations  on  the  size  of  family 
housing.  These  limitations  range  from  1,080  square  feet  in  the  case 
of  enlisted  personnel  to  2,100  square  feet  in  the  case  of  generals  and 
flag  officers.  These  limitations  recognize  that  the  size  of  housing 
provided  should  bear  a  reasonable  relationship  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  that  would  be  paid  to  the  personnel  occupying  the  housing  in 
case  Government  quarters  were  not  available. 

Section  509  has  been  added  by  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of 
continuing  unit-cost  limitations  on  certain  items  of  construction  that 
are  used  by  all  the  military  departments,  and  for  which  there  should 
be  reasonably  uniform  designs  and  costs.  Authority  is  granted  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  waive  the  limitations  in  special  circumstances, 
such  as  allowances  for  cost  differentials  between  geographic  areas. 

Section  510  provides  an  initial  step  in  canceling  authorizations  for 
construction  which  have  been  law  for  a  number  of  years,  but  which 
have  not  been  utilized  by  the  military  departments.  Under  this 
section,  any  authorization  enacted  prior  to  October  1,  1951,  (with  / 
certain  minor  exceptions)  as  to  which  funds  shall  not  have  been  obli-  \ 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  by  July  1,  1956,  will  be  canceled  as  of  that 
date.  In  this  connection,  title  IV  contains  an  authorization  for  the 
construction  of  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  which  repeats,  in  an  increased  amount,  a  previous  authoriza¬ 
tion  intended  for  that  purpose.  The  existing  authorization  to  the  CIA 
will  not  have  have  been  fully  canceled  until  July  1,  1956.  However, 
it  is  the  intent  of  this  committee  that  the  authorization  under  title  IV 
be  in  full  substitution  for  the  existing  authorization.  Section  510  will 
rescind  $602.4  million  in  authorizations  no  longer  required  that  have 
already  been  identified,  as  well  as  an  additional  authorization  totalling 
at  least  $300  million  which  will  be  identifiable  as  the  construction 
programs  are  carried  to  conclusion.  It  is  anticipated  that  cancella¬ 
tion  of  prior  unused  authorizations  will  be  extended  in  connection  with 
future  military  public  works  authorization  acts  so  that  existing 
authorizations  can  be  restricted  to  those  that  are  in  fact  currently 
needed. 
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Section  511  amends  section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  82d  Congress, 
with  respect  to  the  authorization  for  advance  planning,  construction 
design,  and  architectural  services  in  connection  with  public  works 
projects  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.  This  provision  will  permit 
the  funds  appropriated  for  those  purposes  to  remain  available  until 
expended  without  the  necessity  for  a  specific  provision  to  that  effect 
in  the  appropriations  act.  This  will  place  the  funds  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  on  the  same  basis  that  funds  for  construction  proper  are  now 
placed,  and  will  avoid  any  need  for  setting  up  a  special  appropriation 
account  for  such  funds. 

Section  512  repeals  a  change  in.  the  so-called  Abernethy  amendments 
that  was  approved  in  last  year’s  Military  Construction  Act.  The 
Abernethy  amendments  authorized  additional  payments  to  persons 
required  to  move  because  of  the  acquisition  of  land  by  one  of  the 
military  departments,  or  in  connection  with  civil-works  activities. 
Last  year  the  words  “used  by  such  owners  and  tenants  for  residential 
or  agricultural  purposes”  were  added  to  the  language  of  the  statutes 
authorizing  these  payments.  The  effect  of  these  additions  was  to 
restrict  payments  for  moving  to  the  so-called  homestead  cases.  The 
committee  has  had  evidence  presented  to  it  that  the  effect  of  last 
year’s  amendments  is  inequitable,  particularly  in  the  application  to 
acquisition  for  civil-works  projects,  where  the  businesses  required  to 
move  normally  do  not  benefit  from  the  increased  economic  activity 
in  the  community  such  as  is  normally  caused  by  a  military  installa¬ 
tion.  Hence,  the  committee  recommends  repeal  of  the  qualifying 
language  approved  last  year. 

Section  513  requires  the  secretary  of  the  military  department 
concerned  to  come  into  agreement  with  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  with  respect  to  certain  overseas 
and  classified  construction  authorizations  contained  in  the  bill. 
This  represents  a  continuation  of  committee  policy  adopted  in  1952. 

Section  514  contains  a  limitation  on  the  application  of  construction 
authorization  for  barracks  and  messes.  The  committee  had  brought 
to  its  attention  the  fact  that  for  the  normal  326-man  barracks  that 
houses  2  companies,  2  separate  messes  are  provided.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  this  causes  unnecessary  duplication  of  construction 
and  of  personnel  utilization,  and  section  514  lias  been  added  in  order 
to  direct  the  utilization  of  a  single,  consolidated  mess  for  the  standard 
326-man  barracks.  It  is  estimated  that  the  savings  that  will  result 
from  the  application  of  this  section  to  the  construction  authorized  by 
this  bill  will  be  $1,620,000.  Even  greater  savings  would  result  from 
providing  only  one  mess  per  battalion.  The  committee  is  not  yet 
prepared  to  recommend  that  this  be  done,  but  continued  study  of  this 
subject  will  be  made.  It  is  expected  that  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  the  three  military  departments  will  also  give  additional  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  optimum  ratio  of  messes  to  tactical  units. 

DEPARTMENTAL  RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  BUDGET  DATA 

Full  utilization  of  the  authorization  contained  in  this  bill  would 
result  in  an  expenditure  of  Government  funds  in  the  amount  of 
$2,357,317,300. 
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The  construction  that  would  be  authorized  by  this  bill  is  a  part  of 
the  Department  of  Defense’s  legislative  program  for  1955  as  is  evi¬ 
denced  by  a  letter  from  the  Director  of  Legislative  Programs  for  the 
Department  of  Defense  that  is  printed  below  and  hereby  made  a  part 
of  this  report: 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Legislative  and  Public  Affairs, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  April  20,  1955. 

Hon.  Richard  M.  Nixon, 

President  of  the  Senate. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force 
installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

This  proposed  legislation  is  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative 
program  for  1955,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  this  legislation 
is  in  accord  with  the  program  of  the  President.  The  Department  of  Defense 
recommends  that  it  be  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

The  proposed  legislation  would  authorize  the  construction  of  additional  mili¬ 
tary  public  works  that  are  urgently  needed  by  the  military  departments  at  this 
time  and  the  construction  of  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency.  Appropriations  for  construction  will  be  requested  at  a  future 
date. 

Included  in  this  proposal  is  authorization  totaling  $254,983,300  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  approximately  17,000  units  of  family  housing  that  are  urgently 
needed  for  our  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  This  proposal  also 
requests  an  additional  $75  million  for  family  housing  to  be  acquired  through 
the  surplus  agricultural  commodities  program.  The  housing  units  covered  by 
this  proposal,  together  with  the  housing  authorized  by  Public  Law  765,  83d 
Congress,  constitute  the  initial  stage  of  what  is  intended  to  lie  a  long-range 
housing  program  which  should  be  a  major  factor  in  raising  the  morale  of  our 
military  personnel.  Moreover,  the  cost  of  providing  such  family  housing  will 
be  more  than  offset  in  the  future  by  savings  in  appropriations  for  quarters 
allowances. 

This  proposal  would  also  repeal  the  authorizations  for  all  military  public  works, 
with  certain  exceptions,  that  are  contained  in  laws  enacted  prior  to  October  1, 
1951.  Such  a  repeal  would  eliminate  those  projects  which  are  no  longer  deemed 
to  be  of  sufficient  importance  to  be  retained  in  the  military  construction  program 
and  place  that  program  on  a  more  current  basis.  It  will  be  a  significant  step  in 
the  development  of  a  realistic  military  construction  program  and  enable  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  clarify  its  presentations  of  that  program  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  A  report  to  the  Congress  pursuant  to  section  408  (b)  of  Public  Law  564, 
81st  Congress,  as  to  those  construction  projects  which  have  been  authorized  by 
the  Congress  but  which  have  not  been  financed,  is  being  submitted  separately. 

COST  AND  BUDGET  DATA 

The  total  cost  of  the  construction,  exclusive  of  the  construction  of  family  housing 
totaling  $75  million  through  the  surplus  agricultural  commodities  program,  that 
is  to  be  authorized  by  this  proposal  is  $2,354,352,300.  Of  that  amount  $543,- 
365,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Army,  $581,197,300  is  for  the  Department 
of  the  Navy,  $1 ,173,790,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  and  $56  million 
is  for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency.  Increases  in  estimates  for  construction 
work  previously  authorized  will  call  for  additional  appropriations  totaling 
$91,051,000,  including  $75  million  for  family  housing  to  be  acquired  through  the 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  program. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Richard  A.  Buddeke, 
Director,  Legislative  Programs. 
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Summary  of  military  public  works  bill,  fiscal  year  1956 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alabama - $16,  453,  000 


Army: 

Fort  McClellan  (housing  $1,999,000) _  2,  611,  000 

Camp  Rucker -  2,  07o|  000 

Redstone  Arsenal _  2,  865,  COO 

Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field _  151,  000 

Air  Force: 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile _  4,  170,  000 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma _  1,  650,  000 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery _  275,  000 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery _  2,  661,  000 


Arizona -  19,  134,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Huachuca  (housing  $3,320,000) _  5,  913,  000 

Yuma  Test  Station  (housing) _  709,  000 

Air  Force: 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson _  7,  803,  000 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix _  1,  557,  000 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler _  1,  045,  000 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma _  2,  107,  000 


Arkansas _  6,  293,  000 


Army: 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  Depot)  _  3,  000 

Navy:  Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker _  765,  000 

Air  Force: 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blythe ville _  208,  000 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _  5,317,000 


•California _  118,795,100 


Army: 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  San  Francisco  Bay _  3,  209,  000 

Oakland  Army  Base _  1,  923,  000 

Presidio  of  Monterey _  1,  878,  000 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station  (housing,  $803,000) _  1,  298,  000 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot  (housing,  $158,000) _  715,  000 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot _  1,  075,  000 

Sharpe  General  Depot  (housing,  $245,000) _  337,  000 

Fort  Ord _  1,407,000 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco _  144,  000 

tJ.  S.  Disciplinary  Barracks _  '  184,  000 

Navy: 

"Naval  air  station,  Alameda _  3,  729,  000 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow _  501,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field  (housing) _  214,  600 

Naval  hospital,  Corona  (housing) _  256,  800 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado _  1,  402,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro _  366,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro _  2,  492,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook _  $514,  000 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern _  375,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo _  4,  553,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar _  4,  370,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field _  2,  581,  000 
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California — Continued 
Navy — Continued 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave  (housing, 

$2,177,400) _  2,305,400- 

Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey _  119,  000 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland _  62,  000 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton  (housing,  $4,452,000).  6,  746,  000 

Naval  Air  missile-test  center,  Point  Mugu _  926,  000 

Naval  magazine  Port  Chicago _  1,  929,  000 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme _  1,  225,  000 

Fleet  Sonar  School,  San  Diego _ _  2,  753,  000 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego _ _ 2,  748,  000 

Naval  electronics  Laboratory,  San  Diego _  143,  000 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego _  629,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  San  Francisco _  4,  369,  000 

Naval  station,  San  Diego _  57,  000 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island _  3,  147,  000 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego.' _  120,  000- 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms  (hous¬ 
ing) _  47, 300 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach _  1,  029,  000 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern _  2,  615,  000 

Air  Force: 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville  (housing,  $1,525,000) _  2,  125,  000 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced _  5,  550,  000 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc _  12,  429,  000 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville _  1,  598,  000 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael _  1,  501,  000 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside _  3,  741,  000 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  1,  516,  000 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  9,  522,  000- 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino _  3,  205,  000 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard _  2,  445,  000 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield _  9,  769,  000 


Colorado _  13,  128,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Carson _  7,  487,  000 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot _  1,  843,  000 

Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal _  773,  000 

Air  Force: 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver _  1,  217,  000 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs  (housing,  $1,350,- 

000) _  1,  808,  000 


Connecticut _  23,  196,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London _  755,  000 

Naval  Underwater  Sound  Laboratory,  New  London 

(housing) _ , _ 1 _  66,  600- 

Air  Force:  Hartford  Research  Facility _  22,  375,  000 


Delaware _ _  7,  577,  000- 


Air  Force: 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover  (housing,  $4,752,000) _  7,  073,  000 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington.. _  504,  000- 
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Florida  - - - $62,  274,  100 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field _  7,  400,  000 

Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County _  1,  087,  000 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs _  72,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville _ _ _  2,  224,  000 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville  (housing) _  15,  200 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West _  211,  000 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville _  46,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami _  1,  223,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport _  738,  000 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City _  3,  379,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola _  3,  453,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford  (housing) _  188,  900 

Air  Force: 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Fort  Myers  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _  11,577,000 

Carabelle  test  site,  Carabelle _  1,  000 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso _  7,  966,  000 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead  (housing, 

$1,134,000) _  4,428,000 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa _  5,  251,  000 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach _  818,  000 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa _  7,  600,  000 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando _  4,  118,  000 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City _  478,  000 


•Georgia _  36,  861,  000 


Army: 

Camp  Stewart _  967,  000 

Fort  Benning  (housing,  $1,979,000) _  10,  392,  000 

Camp  Gordon _  261,  000 

Atlanta  General  Depot _  84,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany _  3,  157,  000 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon _  3,  800,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco _  1,  886,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta _  758,  000 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah _  4,  115,  000 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta  (housing,  $2,295,000) —  4,  322,  000 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon _  3,  375,  000 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany _  3,  744,  000 


Idaho _  5,  961,  000 


Air  Force:  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home 

(housing,  $2,025,000) _  5,  961,  000 


Illinois _  10,  680,  000 


Army: 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot _  342,  000 

Decatur  Signal  Depot _  303,  000 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot  (housing) -  1,  822,  000 

Rock  Island  Arsenal _  347,  000 

Fort  Sheridan  (housing) _  1,  528,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes _  750,  000 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes -  4,  338,  000 

Air  Force: 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul -  3,  000 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville -  L  247,  000 
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Indiana _  $559,  000 


Air  Force:  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru _  559,  000 


Iowa _  343,  000 


Air  Force:  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City _  343,  000 


Kansas _  30,  983,  500 


Army: 

Fort  Leavenworth _  8,  615,  000 

Fort  Riley  (housing,  $2,649,000) _  8,  657,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Air  Station,  Hutchinson _  81,  000 

Air  Force: 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka _  4,  753,  000 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita _  104,  000 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina  (housing,  $3,442,500)  __  8,  773,  500 


Kentucky _  25,  316,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Knox  (housing  $4,837,000) _  8,  990,  000 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot _  509,  000 

Lexington  Signal  Depot  (housing,  $169,000) _  538,  000 

Fort  Campbell  (housing,  $5,427,000) _  12,  377,  000 

Navy:  Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville _  927,  000 

Air  Force:  Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville _  1,  975,  000 


Louisiana _  36,  937,  000 


Army:  New  Orleans  Army  Base _ _ _  117,  000 

Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  southern  Louisiana _  24,  361,  000 

Air  Force: 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria _  2,  684,  000 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport _  7,  379,  000 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles-.: _  2,  396,  000 


Maine _  20,  086,  000 


Navy:  Naval  air  station,  Brunswick _  3,  200,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor _  11,  155,  000 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone _  3,  542,  000 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _  2,056,000 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport _  133,  000 


Maryland _  36,  332,  000 


Army : 

Fort  George  G.  Meade _  923,  000 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground  (housing,  $457,000) _  1,  736,  000 

Army  Chemical  Center _  1,  248,  000 

Army  Map  Service _  62,  000 

Fort  Holabird _  612,  000 

Camp  Detrick _  452,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River _  8,  677,  000 

Suitland _  2,  345,  000 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock _  14,  302,  000 

Naval  Research  Laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 

Randle  Cliff _  52,  000 

National  Naval  Medical  Center,  Bethesda _  350,  000 
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Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head _  $780,  000 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis _  182,  000 

Naval  station,  Annapolis _  307,  000 

Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head _  1,  230,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  White  Oak _  1,  976,  000 

Air  Force:  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs _  1,  098,  000 


Massachusetts _  33,  910,  800 


Army:  Fort  Devens  (housing,  $5,381,000) _  7,  275,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth _  270,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston _  8,  441,  000 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea  (housing) _  192,  800 

Air  Force: 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford  (housing,  $810,000)  _  3,  705,  000 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth  (housing,  $4,050,000) _  6,076,000 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls _  7,  951,  000 


Michigan _  16,  035,  000 


Army:  Camp  Lucas _  145,  000 

Air  Force: 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _ 2,029,000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette  (housing, 

$2,700,000) _  3,943,000 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens _  5,  526,  000 

Traverse  City  area _  1,  881,  000 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda  (housing,  $675,000) 2,  511,  000 


Minnesota _  2,  623,  000 


Air  Force: 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth _  1,  200,  000 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  international  Airport -  1,  423,  000 


Mississippi _  7,  641,  000 


Air  Force: 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus  (housing,  $1,350, 000) _  6,  629,  000 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _  349,  000. 

Headquarters  Technical  Training  Air  Force,  Gulfport -  313,  000 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi _  350,  000 


Missouri _ _ _  13,  909,  000 


Air  Force: 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City  (housing, 

$1,350,000) _ _ _  3,402,000 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster  (housing,  $5,400,000)..-  9,  646,  000 

St.  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center,  St. 

Louis _  861,  000 


Montana _  10;  141,  000 


Air  Force: 

Glasgow  site  (housing,  $1,350,000) -  4,  706,  000 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls -  5,  435,  000 
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Nebraska _  $6,  723,  000 


Air  Force: 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln _  6,  595,  000 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha _  128,  000 


Nevada _  8,  360,  500 


Navy: 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon _  1,  041,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne _  1,  424,  000 

Air  Force: 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  No.  1), 

Clark  (housing,  $337,500) _  555,  500 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas _  1,  153,  000 

Stead  Air  Force  Base  (housing,  $2,700,000) _  4,  187,  000 


New  Hampshire _  26,  426,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth _  42,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth _  946,  000 

Air  Force: 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 

Washington _  588,  000 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth  (housing, 

$13,500,000) _  24,850,000 


New  Jersey _  29,  654,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Dix  (housing,  $5,495,000) _  6,  698,  000 

Belle  Mead  General  Depot _ ' _  174,  000 

Fort  Monmouth _ _ _  615,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City _  233,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle _  59,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst _  16,  311,  000 

Air  Force:  McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown  (housing, 

$3,645,000) _  5,564,000 


New  Mexico _  18,  207,  500 


Army : 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot _  632,  000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground _  1,  247,  000 

Air  Force: 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis  (housing  $2,524,500) _  2,  570,  500 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo _  4,  965,  000 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque _  905,  000 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell _  6,  657,  000 

Sandia  Base  (housing) _ _  1,  231,  000 


New  York -  46,  799,  000 


Army: 

U.  S.  Military  Academy _  756,  000 

Fort  Totten _  170,  000 

Fort  Niagara _  209,  000 

Fort  Jay _  731,  000 

Brooklyn  Army  Base _  1,  055,  000 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot _  129,  000 
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New  York — Continued 
Air  Force: 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome  (housing,  $2,403,000) _ $15,  803,  000 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead _  1,  891,  000 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport _  1,  748,  000 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg  (housing,  $12,825,- 

000) _  21,  988,  000 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh _  112,  000 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  (housing, 

$675,  000) _  2,  207,  000 


North  Carolina _  32,  982,  500 


Army:  Fort  Bragg  (housing,  $6,531,000) _  15,  659,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point _  1,  762,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River _  2,  762,  000 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville _  342,  000 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune _  1,  059,  000 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  landing  field,  Edenton  (housing) _  1,  421,  500 

Air  Force: 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg _  2,  548,  000 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro _  7,  429,  000 


North  Dakota _  11,161,000 


Air  Force: 

Grand  Forks  site  (housing,  $1,350,000) _  5,  822,  000 

Minot  site _  5,  339,  000 


Ohio _  25,  973,  000 


Army: 

Marion  Engineer  Depot _  1,  146,  000 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot _  400,  000 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot _  1,  933,  000 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot _  875,  000 

Air  Force: 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus _  8,  571,  000 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Base  station,  Shelby _  305,  000 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton _  12,  001,  000 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown _  742,  000 


Oklahoma _  24,  895,  500 


Army:  Fort  Sill _  3,  053,  000 

Air  Force: 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus  (housing,  $2,025,000) -  3,  758,  000 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore  (housing,  $5,400,000)-.  6,  800,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton  (housing, 

$2,632,500) _ , _  10,208,500 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City _  205,  000 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid _  871,  000 


Oregon _  2,  688,  000 


Navy:  Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria -  92,  000 

Air  Force: 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls  (housing, 

$999,000) _ _ _  2,042,000 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland -  554,  000 
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Pennsylvania _  $25,  258,  000 


Army: 

Frankford  Arsenal _  855,  000 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot _  649,  000 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot  (housing) _  568,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Clothing  Depot,  Annex  No.  3,  Philadelphia.  30,  000 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia _  60,  000 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia _  1,  428,  000 

Air  Force: 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis _  404,  000 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown _  21,  264,  000 


Rhode  Island _  9,  453,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville _  5,  397,  000 

Naval  station,  Newport _  1,  583,  000 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Newport _  1,  041,  000 

Naval  Underwater  Ordnance  Station,  Newport _  370,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point _  1,  062,  000 


South  Carolina _  30,  646,  000 


Army:  Charleston  Transportation  Depot _  329,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort _  4,  649,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston _  193,  000 

Naval  minecraft.  base,  Charleston _  5,  800,  000 

Naval  Industrial  Reserve  Shipyard,  Charleston _  427,  000 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston _  553,  000 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island _  1,  654,  000 

Air  Force: 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston _  1,  300,  000 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _  2,  403,  000 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach _  6,  303,  000 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter  (housing,  $4,050,000) _  7,  035,  000 


South  Dakota _  16,  158,  000 


Army:  Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot  (housing) _  1,  428,  000 

Air  Force: 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City _  12,  380,  000 

Joint  reserve  facility,  Sioux  Falls _  2,  350,  000 


Tennessee _  5,  029,  000 


Army:  Memphis  General  Depot  (housing) _  99,  000 

Navy:  Naval  air  station,  Memphis _  759,  000 

Air  Force: 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville _  582,  000 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna _  3,  589,  000 


Texas _  78,  969,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Hood  (housing,  $5,381,000) _  12,  922,  000 

Fort  Sam  Houston _  805,  000 

Fort  Bliss _  4,  645,  000 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center _  549,  000 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital _  586,  000 

Red  River  Arsenal _  140,  000 
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Texas — -Continued 
Navy: 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  area _  $1,  487,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field  (housing, 

$540,000) _  1,953,500 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi _  664,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield _  1,  111,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville _  3,  686,  000 

Naval  station,  Orange _  399,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel _  5,  544,  000 

Air  Force: 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene _  4,  214,  000 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo _  98,  000 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin _  1,  770,  000 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso _  5,  063,  000 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  590,  000 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan _  914,  000 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth _  5,  929,  000 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston _  2,  816,  000 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria  (housing,  $4,050,000) _  4,  624,  000 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo _  4,  081,  000 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen _ 482,  000 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen _  446,  000 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco _  883,  000 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  1,  945,  000 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo  (housing,  $1,147,500) _  1,  525,  500 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio  (housing,  $2,700,000)--  3,  695,  000 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman _  956,  000 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  549,  000 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock _  1,  076,  000 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls _  80,  000 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring  (housing,  $2,295,000)--  2,  410,  000 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells _  331,  000 


XTtah _  3,  607,  000 


Army : 

Dugway  Proving  Ground  (housing,  $232,000) -  1,  129,  000 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot _  92,  000 

Air  Force:  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden _  2,  386,  000 


Vermont _  213,  000 


Air  Force:  Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski -  213,  000 


Virginia _ _ _  62,  082,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Eustis _ 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station _ 

Fort  Lee  (housing,  $2,056,000) _ 

Fort  Story _ 

Fort  Belvoir  (housing,  $1,445,000) - 

Navy: 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague - 

Naval  Proving  Ground,  Dahlgren - 

Fleet  Air  Defense  Training  Center,  Dam  Neck - 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk - 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana _ 

Naval  base,  Norfolk _ 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk - 

Naval  Supply  Center,  Norfolk - 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk - 


6,  597,  000 
695,  000 

8,  589,  000 

41,  000 
4,  608,  000 

644,  000 
2,  858,  000 
200,  000 

1,  942,  000 

4,  660,  000 

5,  281,  000 

9,  972,  000 
308,  000 
399,  000 

2,  510,  000 
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Virginia — Continued 
N  avy — -Continued 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest _  $436,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  St.  Juliens  Creek -  420,  000 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico _  8,  425,  000 

Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown -  113,  000 

Air  Force:  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton _  3,  384,  000 


Washington _  34,  808,  000 


Army: 

Madigan  Army  Hospital _  333,  000 

Camp  Hanford _  167,  000 

Fort  Lewis  (housing,  $5,381,000) _  15,  275,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton _  2,  200,  000 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport _  376,  000 

Naval  station,  Tacoma _  3,  024,  000' 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island -  1,  958,  000 

Air  Force: 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane -  2,  187,  000 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake -  3,  574,  000 

McChOrd  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma  (housing,  $2,025,000)  -  2,  959,  000 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett _  1,  039,  000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane  (housing,  $270,000) -  1,  716,  000 


Wisconsin _  17,  871,  000 


Air  Force: 

Greater  Milwaukee  area  (housing,  $1,620,000) -  16,  608,  000 

Truax  Field,  Madison _  1,  263,  000 


Wyoming _  1,  403,  000 


Air  Force:  Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne -  1,  403,  000 


District  of  Columbia _  4,  240,  000 


Army:  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center -  3,  557,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Research  Laboratory _  163,  000 

Air  Force:  Bolling  Air  Force  Base _  520,  000 


OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

Alaska _  58,  695,  000' 


Army: 

Big  Delta  (housing,  $2,368,000) _  3,  638,  000 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _  1,  047,  000 

Fort  Richardson _  9,  079,  000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _  266,  000 

Whittier _  1,  183,  000 

Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) _ 469,  000 

Various  locations  (rehabilitation  of  family  housing) _  1,  656,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak  (housing,  $2,485,000).  2,  924,  000 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak  (housing,  $2,613,- 

000) _  9,  604,  000 

Air  Force: 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _  1,  307,  000 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base _  23,  275,  000 

Galena  Airfield _  518,  000 

Kenai  Airfield _  356,  000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _  1,  510,  000 

Naknek  Airfield _  1,  863,  000 
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British  West  Indies _ . _  $91t  000 


Navy:  Naval  station,  Bermuda _  91,  000 


•Canal  Zone -  3,  232,  000 


Navy:  15th  Naval  District  (housing,  $540,000) _  3,  069,  000 

Air  Force:  Albrook  Air  Force  Base _  163,  000 


Cuba -  4,  351,  300 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay  (housing,  $492,300)  „  2,  977,  300 

Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay _  56,  000 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay _  1,  318,  000 


French  Morocco _  4,  807,  100 


Navy: 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey  (housing,  $1,891,500) _  1,  958,  500 

Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lvautev  (housing, 

$2,109,600) _ _ _  2,848,600 


Hawaii _  12,  013,  600 


Army: 

Schofield  Barracks _  1,  285,  000 

Wahiawa  (Waipo)  Radio  Transmitting  Station  (housing, 

$287,000) _  363,000 

Helemano  (housing) _  714,  000 

Navy: 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor _  44,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay  (housing, 

$1,192,600) _  3,227,600 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu _  1,  132,  000 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor _  270,  000 

Air  Force:  Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu _  4,  978,  000 


Iceland _  3,  793,  000 


Army:  Keflavik  Airport  (housing,  $3,502,000) _  3,793,000 


Italy _  155,  000 


Navy:  Naples _  155,  000 


Japan _  12,  182,  300 


Navy: 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo _  57,  000 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni _  975,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi  (housing,  $1,514,800) _  1,  978,  800 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo _  66,  000 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya  (housing,  $2,439,700) -  2,  564,  700 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka  (housing) _  6,  540,  800 


Johnston  Island _  182,  000 


Air  Force:  Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base _  182,  000 
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Mariana  Islands _ $14,  996,  000 

Navy: 

Guam _  940,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam _  6,  525,  000 

Naval  base,  Guam _  1,  835,  000 

Naval  hospital,  Guam _  269,  000 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guam _  5,  427,  000 

Marshall  Islands _  4,  411,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Kwajalein _  4,  411,  000 

Midway  Islands _  1,  821,  000 

Navy _  1,  518,  000 

Air  Force _  303,  000 

Newfoundland _  8,  589,  800 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Argentia  (housing,  $7,515,800) _  8,  589,  800 

Okinawa _  42,  983,  000 

Army:  Okinawa  (housing,  $2,300,000) _  42,  983,  000 

Philippine  Islands _  32,  930,  100 

Army:  Camp  O’Donnel _  832,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point _  8,  260,  000 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay _  7,  739,  000 

Naval  communication  facility  (housing,  $5,852,500) _  8,  061,  500 

Naval  Station,  Sangley  Point  (housing) _  522,  900 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay  (housing) _  7,  514,  700 

Puerto  Rico _  13,  460,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads _  3,  721,  000 

Air  Force:  Ramey  Air  Force  Base _  9,  739,  000 

Wake  Island _ * _  2,  991,  000 

Air  Force _  2,  991,  000 

o 
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Calendar  No.  70 1 

H.  R.  6829 

[Report  No.  694] 


IN  THE  SENATE  0E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  28  (legislative  day,  June  27),  1955 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

June  30, 1955 

Reported  by  Mr.  Stennis,  with  an  amendment 
[Strike  oat  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TTTLE  I 

4  Sec.  404-  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 


5 


military 


f  ho 
FT  V  I  f  I  V 


7  lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respeet  of 

8  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation^  ep- 

9  ourtenanees-r  and  related  utilities 
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EtfiTE© 


TECH^ICAb  SERVICES 


3e  Gorp  ap¬ 
proving  Groundy  Maryland :  -Troop 
dlities,  atilitiesy  and  family  housing,  $1-,-736,009t 
Slack  -Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  -Dakota :  E amily 


■Blue  Grass  Ordnance  -Dcpoty  -Kentucky  : 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,-  Ohio-:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $4,0o3y9OO7 

Erankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvanian  Htditiesj  $855,0007 
Eordstown  Ordnance  -Deputy  Okion  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000.- 

maintenance  facilities,  $-084-3,0097 

Bed  Biver  Arsenal,  Texas :  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabaman  Beseareh  and  development 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $27865,000. 

Bock  Island  Arsenaly  Illiuoisn  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,-  $-347-,000r 

Bossford  Ordnance  Deputy  Obion  Ht-illtiesy  $40OyO007 
Savannah  Ordnance  Deputy  Ehnoisn  Operational  and 
maintenance  " 
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Seneca  Grdnanee  Pepety  Pew  -York :  Ge-mmnnity  facili- 
tiesy  $1410,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Pepot,  Oalifomia :  Operational  and 
maintenance  faedhiesy  $0,075,0(10- 

White  Sands  Proving  Groundy  Mexico-?  Proop  sup¬ 
porting  faedityy  and  research  and 
$P,  04Y, 000. 

0  Pew  Mexico-? 

3j  $09-2,000. 

a  'Aimn  V 

\jUlyo  I  * 

-Atlanta  Oonoral  Pepety  Georgias  Storage  faellities,- 
1  OOP 

V_/  j-  y  \y  Vy  • 

■Belle  Meade  General  Pcpoty  Pew  dersey-?  Operational 
and  maintenance  faeihtiesy  $P74yOOO 

Port.  Beey  Virginia :  Troop  housing,  eernmnnity  facilities,- 
medical  faedkyy  storage  facilities,  training  facilhiesy  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  faeditiesy  and  family  housing 
$8  j  5  80000? 

ns  General  Pcpot,  Tennessee-?  -Family  housing; 


Pew  Gt 

xItt  All  Q1T1  (T  i2L£lj 
IiT  ITUTlSIlIgj 

S*.  n  n  i,y>  n 
kjULUJL  pU 

licu-singy  $30-7y060: 


General  Pepoty  -Pennsylvania :  Pam- 


?  Ptdities  and 
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(Chemical  Gerpsf 

C  enter;  Maryland-^  Troop  housing!  s4or- 
age  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities;  and 
utilities;  $4,248;900t 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  IT  tali :  Maintenance  facilities; 
$92v00&- 

Gamp  Deiriek,  Maryland :  Dtflh  ics, 

Dugway  Proving  Ground;  Utah :  Troop 
pita!  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,-  $l-,P29,0Ofh 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (inelnding  Midwest  Ghemieal  De¬ 
pot^-  Arkansas :  Band  acquisition;  $3,OOQt 

maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,OOOt 

(Signal  Corps) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois 
tenanee  facilities,  S003,0Q9. 

-Port  H-uachuca;  Arizona :  Airfield 
nity  facilities,-  storage  facilities, 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family-  housing,  S4^48;P00r 

Bos-ington  Signal  Depotr  Dentucky :  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity;  and  family  housing;  $A3S;090t 
Port  Monmouth;  Aew  Jersee : 

SOI  5,00th 


and  main- 


g  comma 
and  ■maintenance 


i  fti  Dili  1 1 
1 6  y  1  til'll  11  lt  o  a 
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•  rI\» 


Signal  Depot, 

facility,  and  family  housing,  $71 5-, 

Signal  44opot7?  4-Jennsyl  vania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing;  $649,000. 

Two  40*4  Ban  oh  Station,  California :  Community  facil¬ 
ities;  ami  fanily  housing,  $4,298,0007 

Vint  44411  iOmns  Station,  Virginia :  Community  faeili- 
ties;  storage  facility;  and  operational  ami  maintenance 

4»v  /'«!  1 1  4 HC 1 4  (.  |  \  (  w  w  t 

itttTTTTj^  j U'Jv'  • 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service;-  Maryland-:  Operational  and  main- 

Eort  Bel  voir,  Virginia :  Troop  housing, 
facilities,  research  and 

and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities;  and  family 


Oranit e  City  Engineer  Depot; 
and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing;  $1 ,822-000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot;  Ohio-:  Storage  facilities  and 
utilities,  $ 4,440 ,000r 

Brooklyn  A  rmy  Base^  Vow  Verio:  Utilities, 


Storage 


Depot-,;  South 
hties  ami  utilities,-  $329-,'( 
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Uert  Eustis,  Virginia-;  Troop  housing, 
htiesy  training  faeilitiesy  medical  faeihtyy  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6759-770Q0t 

■Vow  Orleans  Army  -Base7  Louisiana-;  Storage  facility,' 
fLlVyOOOr 

storage  facilities,'  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, - 


Dredg- 


Eort  Story,  Virginia :  -Utilities,  $41 -,000? 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal, - 
ing  and  land  aeguisitiony  $L2y860,0007 

-f Medical  Corpse- 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  -Texas-?  Hospital  and 


faeilitiesy  $586,000.- 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas;  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $5-19,000: 

Madigan  Army  Hospital  Washington-?  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,-  $333, 000. 

Walter  -Reed  Army  Medical  Century  Uistriet  of  Oolnm- 
hiaa  Hospital  facilities',  research  and  development  facilities, 
and  training  faeilitics7  $7,632,000. 

UTTM.H  UnPCER  T?  A  r*TT  TTMTT01 
rxEiTn  irntUEn  rxiciLi  tieu 

-(Elrst  Army  Area-)- 

Uort  Uevcnsy  Massachusetts?  Troop  housing7 
trativc  facilities,  and  famil}-  housing,-  $7,-275,000. 
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Tort  Dix,  Kew  Terseys  Community  faeilitiesy  medieaf 
faeditiesy  admimstrativo  facilities,  and  family  housing, 

Tort  dayy  Kew  York :  Waterfront  faeilitiesy  $7-31-0007 

Tort  Totten,  Kew  York :  Ktditiesy  $l-70y000. 

-(Second  Acnw  -Area) 

Tort  Holahirdy  Maryland-;  Troop  housing,  $01-2,000: 

Toot  Knosy  Kentucky :  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities^  community  facilities?  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 


Tort  George  Gk  Meade,  Maryland-:  Community  facilities,- 
training  and  medical  facilities,-  and  operational  and  mainte- 

■( Third  Army  Area) 

Tort  Bcnning?  Georgias  Troop  housingy  community  fa- 
editics,  training  and  administrative  facilities?  medical  facili- 
tiesy  storage  facilities?  operational  and  maintenance  faeilitiesy 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Tort  -Braggy  Korth  Carolina-?  Troop  housingy  community 
faeilitiesy  training  and  administrative  faeidtiesy  medieal  faeili¬ 
tiesy  airfield  pavements?  operational  and  maintenance  faedi- 
tiesy  and  family  housingy  $15,059,000? 
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Font  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housings  community 
faditiosy  training  ad  ahmmist  rat Ae  faditics,  radical  fad- 
iticsr  operational  ad  maintenance  faciliticsy  and  Itvi nil  y  hous¬ 
ing?  Si  A'&^lyOOOr 

Camp  rfaehsom  South  Carol  ina-r  Oledicaf 


\  1 1 xr  -f  o  /  .1  )af  i  i  ^  s;  j  4  n*? 
ill  V  lei v  111  l K  u j  M v *  1  ii ^ \ 

n  -w/i 

itl lit 


,<  O  y\  /  1  ata  ai« 

yj  trrttt  trp  t7l 


FortMeG 

f  it  1 1  Ft  f  *  st  i  \ t  t /  >  v» \  tu  n  t  *  1 1  ii44.1l 

IclllllTlvn^  HI  iiTl**IIcll  rTTTtt 

dg,  S11-Q00. 

Camp  liudcry  Alabama :  Aie-bcld- 
ad  maintenance  facilities,  $A 
Camp  Ste  warty  Georgia :  Troop  housing,-  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  ami  operational  ami  maintenance  facilities,  $90-7,000 . 

■■(F ourth  Army  Arcaf 

F ort  FlisSy  Texas :  Troop  housing,  eomnnmity  facilities,- 
ami  atlmimstrati-ve  faditiesy  ami  operational  ami 
faciliticsy  $4-yd-5?000. 

Fort  Hoo4y  Texas :  Troop  housings  community  facilities, 

ational  ad  maintenance  faciliticsy  ami  family  housing? 
8TAA22-000. 

Fort  Sam  Finustorr?  Texas :  Troop  housing  ami 
tional  facilities,  $805,000. 
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Kort  fddy  Oklahoma:  Gommunitv  facilities,  medical  fa- 
eddiesj  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  ami  laad 
acquisition-^  $0,053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area ) 

ities,  training  and-  administrative  faciidies, 

maintenance  facilities,  .^7,48-7^000. 

Fort  Lca-venwortln  -Kansas :  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities^  and  operational  facilities,  88,01n,-0(HF 
Gamp  Lncasj  Michigan :  Gommundy  facilities,  $1 45,000. 
Fort  fFileyy  Kansas :  Troop  housing,  community  faciK— 
tiesr  training  and  administrative  faeilitiesT  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilitiesT  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  lionsing,  $8.65F,OOOt 

■Fort  Sheridan,  -Illinois:  Family  housing,  $1,268,000.- 
-(Fdrth  Arm}-  Area) 

Gamp  Hanford,  Washington :  Waterfront  facilitiesy 


Fort  Lewis,  Washington-:  Troop  housing 
facilities^  training  faoditios7  medical  facilities,  storage  faedd 
tdesy  operational  and  maintenance  faedities,  and  famdy  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,0007 
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Bresidie  el  Menterey/  Gakfernia-7  Treep  keasing  and 


training 


Bert  Grdy  Galifemiar  Gemninnity  facilities/  medieal  fa¬ 
cilities/  and  ntilkies/  $4t407-OOOt 

ddie  el  San  -Branelsee/  Gafifernkn  Liquid  feel  dis- 
*6  ^dkties/  $-1-14-/0007 

States  Disciplinary  Barra  eks?  Galifo-rnias  Gem- 


Ann  at  Test  Station-,  Arfeenaa  Ga-mily  kensing/ 


United  States  Military  Aeademy/  -New  Merk-7  Cem- 
tity  facilities  and  utilities/  $7-56/0007 

-{-Armed  Berees  Special  Weapens  Brejeet}- 
Sandia  Base,-  Bcw  Me-x-iee-r  Bamdy  kensingT  $1,204,0007 

r>  viaii  o  3-1 -j  c<  4o  11  >>  44/^110-*-  ~\Xm  1 1A  f  feoil  ilino 

r  ill  IU Uu  Illo  l  till  ctllUl  Id  •  jJJLillll  ll/lliliiv  u  iuL  lllllUby 

facilities/  and  utilities/  $004-4,0007 

-inPo  /ifipol  Tia  p  4 n  1 1  o  4 1 /x i~\ c»  \ 
i  I  ilvlUill  JLllotilllil  llUllij  J 

Marious 


A arieus  loeations : 


el  facilities  fer  family 


OUTSIDE  GOUTIUEUTAL  UflTTBB  STATES 


T^i  o*  T* el 4 n  • 

T7T3T  JCrXJTX  Cl  . 


family  kousing,-  $3,638,000. 


Q  33  f\ 
llllvl 


facilities/  and 
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and  storage 

o 


Air  Force  Base-:-  Mai 
facility-  $47047t000, 

■Ladd  Air  Force  Feses  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $2007Q007 

storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  faeilities7  and 
utilities ,  $9 , 0  ( 9 , 00 Or 

reil  itiersj  and  operational  and 


Station  -fHenui-}-:  drop  housing  and  com- 

mum  tTT  -£p/oili4ipu  C '  A  ( * O  AQO 

11IUI11  C  V  xcl  v_'HX  LlLuJ  <qp  ‘  JL  fj  V/  T 

VariQu ^  Jqqq tip  1  Jjch abilitation  0I  lucilitics  fo.mily 

In  ah  03  n  rr>  ^-1-  aho 

IIUUOIJ  I ^  j  tjp  1  VA'  ' t  /  . 

-{Far  Fast  Gommand  Area)- 
Okinawa-:  Gommnnitjq  troop  sapporthig7  and  medical 
faeilities7  operational  maintenance,  and  administratis  faedi- 
tiesj  ntilities7  family  konsing^  and  land  acquisition  and  re- 
sett)  ement7  $40708370007  of  which  sum  tke  total  amount 
avallalde  for  resettlement  may  fee  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Hyukyu  hsiandsr 


Gommand  Area)- 

Hawaih:  Family  housing7  $744t0O0t 
Gamp  O’Denne^  Fhilippine  Islands-:-  Ftihtksy 
geheficid  Farraeley  Havens  Storage  and 
facilities,-  $374O0,( 
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Wainwa  (Waipiof  Padio  Transmitting  Stat-iony  Hawaii: 
Community  facilities,  and  faintly-  housingy  $363yOOO. 
(Caribbean  Comma: id  Area)- 
Fort  Claytony  Canal  ■Eone-:  Family  housings  $2, 3 50, OOQt 
(Icelandic  Command  Areaf 
Keflacik  Airport :  Operational  and  training  faoilithc,  and 
family  housing,  $0r700,-000.- 

Olassitied  installations-^  Family  Imusingy  $B-A09y000.- 
SeCt  40A  Tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Army  ia  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  inatallationa  and  faeili 


tiea  by  tbo  acquisition  of  land  and  tbo  oonatruetiom  rt 
than-  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  pnblie  works, - 
including  abo  preparotieny  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,993,OOOt 

Sec.  103t  Tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Army  ia  authorized 
through  tbe  eonetruetion,  rehabilitation,  or  inatabation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  ineluding  she  prepara- 
tiem  appurtenances-  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 


Sec.  404-r  -Public  Caw  004y  -Eighty  aeeond  Congress,  ia 
hereby  amended  as  follows : 

-faf  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  ^FW- 
tmcntaf  I-J nited  States”  and  subheading  'Field  Forces  Faeili 


ties”  -(-Second  Army  Area)  in  section  404  as 
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--F ort  -Kmev;  -Kentucky :  Training  buildings  and  faoili- 
ties;  research  awl  development  facilities,-  maintenance 
facilities;  land  aeguisitiem  and  a-H-dtien  $11,11  1;0()0A 
and  insert,  in  lien  thereof  the 


‘‘•Fort  Knox-  Kentucky-?  Training 


and  faeili- 


-(b)-  Strike  an  mated  thereof  under  tde  beading  ‘'Con¬ 
tinental  United  States-1  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 
FaeilitiesC  -(-Army  Medina!  Service)-  in  section  404  as 
imUews-r 


r  Meed  Army 


Center,  Washington?  ds- 


triet  n!  Columbian  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $731,000.” 
and  insert  in  lien  thereof  the  following: 

-Walter  Meed  A rmy  Medical  Center?  Washington,  ds- 
triet  of  Columbia;  and  Forest  Cion,-  Maryland:  Opera- 
tienal  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 


$2,731,00OA 

See?  40A  Kubhe  Maw  004?  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  so  mueh  thereol  under  the  head¬ 
ing  -‘Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  ^Signal 
Corps)-1’  in  section  404  as  follows : 

^Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Weedbridge?  Virginia :  ” 
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asd  S 


is  lieu 


'‘Department  of  tke 
©I  Camp 


statio&y  vicinity 


me  H 

See?  201t  Tke  Secretary  el  tke  l^avy  is  autkorircd  t© 

/  v y  /I  qiia]  at^  in  n  irnl  in o 1  <p>  1 ]  r>  (  l  All  Q  Q  y>  vl  -f  n  ting  Kit  lK  A 
Ur  t l v  »  LIU  I J  Jlcl  Y  tlx  1J  i o  lilllittiUIlo  illlll  IclUlii llvo  U  V  til v 

©1  permanent  ©r  temperary  public  works  is  rcspcet 
©1  tbe  following  projects,  wbicb  include  site  preparation 
appurtenances?  asd  related  utilities  and 

-U-ffITEB 


EWeiHEiES 


3-j  -U-tilitics  and 


jBwal  shipyard,  Bostosy 

©1  piers?  $8y444y0007 
iNaval  skipyardy  Puget 
Drydoek  facilities,-  $200,000. 

David  -Taylor  Model  Basis?  Oarderoek?  Maryland  :  Be- 
searek  and  development  facilities,-  $44yd02y0007 

xfavaf  industrial  reserve  skipyardy  Ckarlestosy  Soutk 
Carolina :  Band  acquisition?  $12Vy000.- 

Maval  minecraft  base,  Ckarleston,-  Soutk  Carolina:'  Site 
preparation?  water-frost-  faciliticsy  administrative  facilities? 
training  facilities,  stditiesy  asd  lasd  acquisition?  $5,800,000. 

xvaval  skipyardy  Mare  Island,-  Mallejo?  California : 
■Waterfront  facilities  asd  sand-blasting  Iaeilities,  $4y553,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


15 


Haval  shipyard?  Horfolk?  -Virginian  Peplacement  of 

Haval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  Xew  -London,  Gon- 
ncctieut :  Pamdy  housing?  $66?600; 

Haval  mine  eoantermeasare  s  station?  -Panama  Gi-ty,  Plor- 
idau  Administrative  facilities^  community  facilities,-  training 
faedities?  helicopter  faeddies?  ammunition  storage  faeddies? 
waterfront  facilities,'  research  and  development  facilities^  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,379,000, 

Aaval  shipyard?  Portsmouth?  Aew  Hampshire-,  Htddies? 
and  drydock  facilities?  $0407000, 

Haval  electronics  laboratory?  Pan  Diego?  California-, 
Land  acquisition,  $443?000, 

Aaval  repair  facilities?  Pan  Diego?  Galdomia:-  Htddies? 


i  •  a  • 


?7  steam  test  facilities  and  land  acquisition?  $1,369,- 


000, 


Havy 


FUSEE  BABB  FSitffiES 

0  Histriet  of  Columbia :  L amily  hous- 


mg? 


Xa-val  station?  Green  Gewe  Pprings?  Plordhu 
$■72,000, 

Havat  station?  Hewport?  Phode  Islands  Personnel  faedd 
ties?  $1,583,000, 
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Naval  base?  -Norfolk,  VirgdiaH 

tej  utilities?  and  land  aequditiony  $9,97-2yOOO? 

Naval  station-y  Orangey  Texas  :  Personnel  facilities? 
$39-9,000? 

Naval  statlony  font  Giego?  California Utilities,  $97-yO0O? 

Naval  station?  Treasure  Island?  font  Traneiseo?  Califor¬ 
nia?  Personnel  faeditiesy  and  ntilitiesy  $-3, 147-1 H-to? 

Naval  station?  Taeoma?  Afoslungton-:-  Watorfront  faedi- 
tCs?  $3?OT4y00O? 

Naval  station?  Tongue  Point?  ?Vstocia,  Oregon :  Persen- 
nel  facilities,  $92,000. 

AVIATION  FACnijITIEH 


-(Naval  Air  Trait  ting 
Na  val  auxiliary  landing  Held? 


Grove  Area? 


Texas :  Airfield 
000? 


fo-  and  land  acquisition  $4-, -487-,- 


Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Turin  Pield?  Poky,  Ala- 
duina-?  Airfield  lighting  faeditiesy  $494-, -900? 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Pield?  Texas?  Storage 
finalities?  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  faeditiesy  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities-  land  aetptisdion?  and 
fanidy-  houaingy  $4,993 ?500? 

Naval  air  statlony  Corpus  Christy  Texas?  Navigational 
aids?  training  faedities?  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000? 

Naval  air  statlony  Glyneo,  Georgia?  Aircraft,  station  and 
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equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities? 
ami  utilities?  $4?886?000: 

^-aval  air  station?  Hutchinson?  Kansas :  Utilities, 

$8-1-, 000. 

Aaval  auxiliary  air  station?  -Kingsville?  Texasu  Aircraft 

storage  faeditiesT  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities? 
community  facilities?  a+al  land  acquisition?  $8?686,000. 
Aaval  air  station,  Memphis?  -Tennessee :  Utilities? 


Aaval  air  station,  Tcnsaeola,  Khaidar  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments?  navigational  aids?  personnel  facilities?  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities?  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land  acquisition?  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facili¬ 
ties?  $d,4ft3?000. 

Aaval  auxiliary  air  station?  Tort  Isabel,  Texas-7  Airfield 
pavements?  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties?  administrative  facilities,-  community  facilities?  fuel  storage 
facilities?  ammunition  storage  and  erdanee  facilities?  security 
facilities?  utilities,  and  land  acquisition?  $5?544?000.- 

Aaval  auxiliary  air  station?  Aevr  Iberia?  Teuisiannr  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities?  airfield  pavements?  operational 
facilities?  navigational  aids?  maintenance  facilities?  communi- 
H.  R.  6829 - 2 
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cation  faeilitiesy  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fed  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold  storage 
faeilitiesy  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
facilities?  ooimnunity  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
sitfen?  fAfififidyOOO. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station?  W-hiting  Field?  Florida: 
Family  housing,  $38fi,00&. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station?  Alameda,  Oalifornia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  faeditiesy  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  drodg- 

Naval  air  stationy  Atlantic  Oity,  Neve  J  ersey :  Storage 

Naval  auxiliary  air  stationy  Brown  Field,  California : 
Family  housing,  $2F4yfiOO. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities-, ■  communication  facilities, 
storage  faeifities?  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utiliticsy  and  land  acquisition? 

$g-aoo,9oo. 

Naval  air  stationy  Feed  Field?  Florida :  Aircraft  main  to 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  cov¬ 
ered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
feeifeiesT  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person 
nel  facilities,  community  faeilitiosy  and  utilities,  $7p 


19 


1  Aaval  auxiliary  air  station?  M  Centro?  Californian  Ord- 

2  nance  facilities  and  land  aegnidtion,  $300,0007  : 

3  Aaval  auxiliary  air  s-taiiou?  44d4en7  Aevadan  Opera- 

4  tiomd  faedities?  community  fatalities?  family  dousing,  and 

5  personnel  faedities?  $1,172,700? 

6  Aaval  air  station?  Jacksonville?  Floridan  Airfield  pavc- 

7  meats,  eommanictition  facilities,  operational  faeditiesn  mnl 

8  land  acquisition,  $2,224,000? 

9  A  aval  air  station?  Ivey  West?  Floridan  Fuel  storage  fa- 

10  eddies?  and  fioatfiouse?  $2-1-470007 

11  Aaval  auxiliary  landing  field?  -i\4ayye»ey  Florida :  Water- 

12  front  facilities,  communication  facilities?  family  housing,  aeal 

13  security  faedities?  $842  J 


14  jvaval  air  s 

15  tie*7  training  facilities, 

16  facilities,  oommuuity 


dan  Storage  faedi- 
faedities,  fad  dispensing 
and  atilities7 


17  Aavul  air  station,  MofTet  Field?  Californian  4fiud  pipe- 

18  line  faedit-kvhr  airfield  pavements-,  and  operational  facilities, 

19  $2^84^0007 

20  Aaval  air  station?  Norfolk,  -V-irginian  Aircraft  mainte- 

21  nance  .  faedities?  training  facilities?  communication  facilities? 

22  operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition-;  $5,200?000.- 

23  Aaval  air  station-?  Oceana?  -V-irginian  Airfield  pavements, 

24  stei^ge  faeddies?  personnel  facilities^  maintenance  facilities, 
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lily  facilities  and  fnd  dispensing  facilities  ShySSTy- 


OOOt 


Fnval  ad 


dead  Rhode 


Air- 


fteid  lighting  faeiidiesy  operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 

,0627000-. 


Faval  ad  station,  San  DiegOy  California-:  -Training  fa¬ 
cilities  operational  fadhtiey  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fad  dispensing  facilities,  and:  utilities,  $2,74-8,000.- 

F-aval  auxiliary  ad  station-,-  Sanford,  Florida:  Family 
housing, 


Favul  ad  facility, 

fooilifi  oe  n  1 1  /~1  yn  o  1 

1  ilv'llltllu  ,  lu  1  vt  1 1 1  cl  T 

Faval  ad  stationy 

hdd 

and  land 

Outlying  fiehh 
Florida-:  Airfield 


to 


illc7  Forth  Carolina:  Cold 
facilities  SAfdyOOOr 
7  Washington-:  Ad- 

’  o 

ing  facilities, 


Fiddy  Duval  County, 
*7  and  land  aequisitiony 

7O8T7OOO7 

-{Marine  Corps  Ad  Staiione)- 
Marinc  Corps  auxiliary  ad  stationy  Feauforty  South  Caro¬ 
lina-:  Airfield  pavements,  communieatiena  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aid%  fod  dispensing  facilities  operational  facilities,- 

and  land  aeguisitieny  SdyOdAOOOr 

Marine  Corps  air  stationy  Cherry  Fointy  Forth  Carolina-- 
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Airfield  pavements?  aircraft  maintenance  facilities?  water- 
front  facilities?  navigational  aids?  airfield  lighting  facilities? 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities?  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1?762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station?  El  Aero?  Calif ornia:  Airfield 
pavements?  training  facilities?  communication  facilities, 

ri/f  r*yv  ~Po  ( 1 1  f  i  /ic*  POVCAll  11  rkl  •fo  (•'\  1 1  f  l  pc  OArn  m  ninj'TT’  fo  ni  liti  ao 

olUl  v  Ittunlriuoj  pvl  ov  'l  Ill  v  T  ItlvIIi 1 1L o y  v  U 1  111  11  Lilli l  V  IclvllltlL/O y 

and  land  acquisition?  $2,192,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station?  Edcnton?  North 
Carolina:  Family  housing,  $l,d21?5007 

Marine  Corps  air  station?  Miami?  Florida-:  -Land  acqui¬ 
sition?  $1?223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auixiliary  air  station?  Mojave?  California^ 
Maintenanc  facilities?  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing? 
$2?30-5?d00. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility?  New  River?  -North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements?  medical  facilities?  administrative  faeifi- 

f  i/\p  rArrpn  rvr*  In  r«i1  ifii  oe  ~n  AiMnil  id  ol  In  Pi  1 1  -fid  At  nillimil  1  fv  ffi  Cli  4  — 

Tltvtyj  Tit tL' lilt  jTVrotl j  I II V  I  TcTv^lJl  11  v  I  'mmiuiinT  ItXVJin 

ties?  operational  facilities?  training  facilities?  and  utilities? 
$2,76-2,000.- 

( Special  Rurpose  Air  Stationsf 
Naval  air  facility?  to  he  known  as  John  Hr  Rowers 
-Field,  Annapolis  Area?  Maryland-:  Operational  facilities?  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities?  personnel  facilities?  airfield  lighting 
facilities?  airfield  pavements,  aircraft  and  station  maintenance 
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1.1  /  »  1  I  it  ll  u 

lin  1 1 1 1  tl  3, 

training 
petroleum 


facilities.-  cold 
y  storage  facilities-  ntilities7  medical  faeilithej 
facilities^  site  preparation,  and  land 


anxiliary  air  i 

fional  facilities,  $2, -858-, 000' 
Anna!  ordnance  test  1 

Aaeoi  ah  Statkng 
end  dceclopment 
ahW  and  aircr 


*7  £hineotcngnc7  Virgin  an 
medical  faeilit.ios,-  and  opeca- 

p  Inyohern,  Valifornia-:  Re- 


?rew  Jerseye  Research 
hag  storage  facilith^p  naeigational 
facilities,  $10,344,-909t 


Aaeal  air  test  center,-  Patuxent  Riveej  Maryland-:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 

Mnvaf  air  missile  test  e eater,  Point  Mngu,  OahfornnH 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities^  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $929,900. 

Maval  air  station7  Sooth 
Posting  facilitiesr  $270,090. 

Aav-al  photographic  i 
-Maryland-:  Operational  and 
tiesr  $2AP5tO00. 

Various  locations-:  Rand 
nreveh  for  flight 


eon  toy  Sait,  landy 

I  >w  i]  1  1 
l(|vt  I  t 


7  and 
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!r  daeksonville?  Pdorida-?  h-amilv  hous 


Moral  hud 
mg?  $4 -5, 201) . 

Mood  supply  depot,  Anwport?  44h ode  4slond:  Water 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities. 


MaVftl  Supply 

facilities,  wart 
Armen) 

Naval  supply 


r?  Norfolk,  A  rrgimu:  Cold  storage 
freight  elevators,  and  -{at  Cheatham 
g  and  kmd  acquisition,  $7-7-7,000? 
1?  California :  -Utilities,  and 


coups  fa 

Marine  Corps  supply  center?  Albany,  Ceorgia?  tutorage 

nel  facilities,  and:  utilities,  $3,157?000? 

Murine  Corps  sup]dy  center?  -Barstow,  California : 
Storage  facilities?  community  facilities?  cold-storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities?  security  facilities?  and  land  acquisition? 


Marine  Corps  hose?  Camp  Legume?  North  Carolina : 
■Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities?  and  utilities?  $4?- 
050,000? 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot?  Parris  Island?  South-  Caro¬ 
lina-?  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities?  and  utilities? 
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Marino  Corps  base,  Camp 


-  rnd- 


dieoy 

Marino  Corps  clothing  depoty  Aimes  Numbered  dy 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania-?  4-tditiesy  $30,000.- 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantieo-,-  Virginia-:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  faeilities,  medieal  faeilitiesy  training  and 
personnel  faedbiesy  ntditiesy  and  land  aequisitieny  $9,357,000: 
Marine  Corps  reemit  depoty  San  Diego,  California-: 

yero /•*-»->  niul  liOTQnii i i  nl  In  qiIiI  iaq  l^1  OA_AAA_ 

JL  tl  \  vlllt  llluj  ttiitT  11 L  1  u'  'll  1 1 1 1  1 1  It  llltiliu,  ^Tiw\7yv7\7T/7 

Marine  Corps  training  centery  Twenty-nine  Pahnsy  Gab- 
fomia-7  Pamdy  housingy  $4 7, -3 00-.- 

/^T7  T4~NT  A  VTPT?  m  A  miT7 o 

C1!j  l1  ACllil  1111/0 

ammunition  depoty  Charlestony  South  Carolina-: 
aeddiesy  $4bdy000r 
-Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  statiem  Chineeteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia-:  Research  and  development  Iaeditiesy  $6-t4-yOOOr 
Naval  ordnance  aecophysios  laboratory,  Paingcrd-cldy 

Naval  ammunition  depot-, ■  -Ea-rle,  New  Jersey-:  -Rcfrig- 
erated  storage  faeditiesy  $59y000r 

nance  and  ammunition  storage  Iaeditiesy  $o-hly000.- 

Naval  ammunition  depoty  Hawthorney  Nevada:  Barri 
ended  sidings,-  and  utilities,  $PyP24y000r 
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jfaval  powder  factory,  Indian  -Head,  M-ar-yland :  Re- 
search  and  development  faedilies?  and  utilities,  $1,-107,000. 

Koval  ordnance  teat  station?  Iiwokcm.  California :  Com- 
inanity  facilities  $3-7-5,000. 

Kawa!  torpedo  station?  Ke-yport?  Washington?  Ordnance 
facilities?  $3-70,000. 

Koval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky :  Ordnance 
drawing's  storage  facilities,-  $927,000. 

Koval  ordnance  plant?  Mueen?  Georgia :  Ordnance  manu- 


ntinMii  /~v  {orulltlPO 

1  c  '  t  i  LJ.  11 1  y  ltlv  111  tl  v_  lb  ^ 


Koval 


X  ewport? 


Rhode 


Island-?  T-esting  facilities,  $370?0t-)0-. 

Koval  magazine?  Bert  Chicago-,-  California-:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $-211,000. 

Xava-1  ammunition  depot?  Saint  Julicns  Creek,  Virginia-: 
Utilities,  $420,000. 

Xaval  ammunition  and  net  depot?  Seal  Beach?  Cah- 


Waterfront  facilities  Sl?029?tM-Hs 
Koval  ammunition  depot?  Shumaker?  Arkansas-:  Bari 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities  $7C5?OOth 

Koval  ordnanee  laboratory?  Whrte  Oak,  Maryland-:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities  $1,976,000. 

Koval  mine  depot,  Yorktown?  Virginia-?  Ammunition 


storage  and  testing  facilities  $113,000? 
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SOHOfH-  ft 


%  end (4 
and  $antec  Pa  sins  in  Severn 


Hfty  Maryland :  Personnel  facilities; 


^arVftl 

tsingy  and  fill  in 
Plver;  $11,467,000. 

Naval  station, 

$307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station;  (charleston,  South  Carolina-: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Gorouado,  California--:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,402,090. 

Pleet  air  defense  training  center;  Pam  Ncek,  Mirginia-: 
Training  facilities,  and  personnel  faeilitios,  $1,91-2,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes;  Illinois?  Training 
facilities;  family  housing,  and  personnel  facilities,  $$9d87$007 

Naval  povrder  factory-,  Indian  Head;  Maryland :  Person  - 
net  facilities,  $789;000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,-  Monterey;  ( hlifornia :  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,-  $4-40, 900.- 

Navol  receiving  station;  Philadelphia;  Pennsylvania : 

Naval  retraining  command;  -Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire-?  Security  facilities,  $12,009. 

Pleet  sonar  school,  Sam  Piego;  ( California :  Training 
facilities;  $-2,T53-,-000? 
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■MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

naval  nasties!  eentcry  llethcsda-,  -Maryland-: 
44ans  and  speerhentions  lor  the  A  rmed  Forces  Medieal  44- 
brary,  $950, 000-.- 

A-aval  bospbab  44u4sear  Massachusetts:  Family 


Aayal  hospital,-  Goronay  4-nlilori  iia-:  family  housing-,  and 
conversion  ol  existing  structures  to  family  housingy  $250, 
Ararat  hospital,  Oovpus  Gkristn  Texas  a  Family 


to’ 


Aaval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  -Illinois :  Idans  and  speci¬ 
fications  ter  certain  medical  faebitiesy  $7-50,090. 

Aaval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Floridan  Retaining  -wall, 
$40d>09.- 

ATaval  submarine  base,  A:ew  London-,  Conncctiout :  M-edi- 
eal  research  faeilitiesy  $755,000. 

Aaval  hospital,  44ibadelphia,  I'emisy-hfanitH  Utilities, 
$60,000.  ’ 


OOM-M-UNIO  ATION S  FACILITIES 
Aaval  radio  station,-  Anrthwesty  -Virginia Commimi- 
ent+en  faeilitiesy  $1040000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH-  FACILITIES 
A  a  val  research  laboratory^  Washington,-  -Id-strict  el  Ge- 
lunibia:  Research  faeilitiesy  and  utilities,  $163,000. 
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A-nvai  research  laboratory:  Chesapeake  Bay  Anne?p 
Boodle  Cliffs,  Maryland :  Beseareb  facilities,  and  land  aeqoi- 


sition, 


YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 


eenterr  Davisvillo,  Bhodc 
facilities;  and 


y  Aerfolk:  -\-irginiar  Utilities 


Boval 

Blands  M- 

$&&&■, om 

Public  works 
$27§dOTQOO, 

Baval  construction  battalion  center  Bert  Huencme, 
California-:  Maintenance  facditiesr  StrAibrOllO.- 

Various  locations :  Facilities  for  abatement  of 
fad  lotion:  ineloding  the  acquisition  of  land-.  815,1  IdrCCOr 
Oetside  Continental  United  States 


£t 


IIIPY-ARD  FACILITIES 


Fleet  activities,  Sasebo, 

.^57  non 


a  Personnel  facilities, 


FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 


Baval  staOony  Adak7  Alaska-;  Family  boosing 


Boval  baser  Guam,  Mariana  Blandse  Administrative 
eddies,  $ 4^3^96^ 

Baval  baser  Guantanamo  -Bay,  Cubae  Utilities, 

Baval  baser  Sobie  Bay,  Bbdipfdne  Blands : 
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facilities,  utilities;  and  family 

$15,253.7007 

Hoot  activities;  Mokosuka;  Japane  Bamily  housing, 


-AVIATION 

Naval  air  station?  Agana-,-  Guam;  Mariana  Islands?  Air- 
held  pavements;  operational  facilities;  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  faeilitics,  and  utilities,  $0, -52 5,000? 

Naval  station,  Argon  tin,-  Newfoundland :  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $8;§80,800t 

Naval  air  station,'  Atsugi,  Japan-?  Personnel  faeilitics, 
and  family  housing;  $4t078t800t 

Naval  station?  Bermuda,-  British  West  Indies :  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000? 

Naval  air  facility;  Gubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands :  Air- 
held  pavements;  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,'  earthwork; 

a ol  -Po pi  1 1 o  fi mi  -f o ro  1 1  Ii  awI i r n n oa  q r«i  1 

JJl/l  oUlllil  1  x  cl  1. 11 1 1 T  C  o  ^  L-UIimiillllCUllUl  1  1UC1  ILTIGo,  U1UJ1U1H  U  1  tlvl  l 

itics;  facl  dispensing  facilities-,-  and  utilities,  $8, 2 60, 90 A 
Naval  air  station;  Guantanamo  Bay,  Gubar  Bud  pipeline 
facilities,  community  facilities;  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2;977;300t 

Naval  air  facility;  Iwakuni,  Japan-?  Personnel  facilities; 
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Marino  Oorps  Mr  station?  ICaneohe  -Bay,  -Territory  el 

family  housing  $3722776Q0. 

Naval  statioip  Kodiak,  Alaska-?  Family  housing 
$276  1  3710(h 

Naval  station-,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  I  si  a  mis-:  Oommuni- 
eation  fa-eddies?  ammunddm  storage  faedities7  and  personnel 
faeilities7  $1, 11 1,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Pdands7  Territory  ol  Hawaii : 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  fa  eddies,  $4?- 
>>1  S70(  )(>-.- 

Naples7  1  taly :  Operational  faeddies  and  storage  fatalities, - 
N-ootOOO? 

A  aval  air  facility,  Fort  Lyautoy-,  French  Morocco:  Fold- 
storage  facilities?  and  fandly  honsing7  >$1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Pieoa  Opera  - 
tionat  facilities  and  airfield  pavements,  $3,72 17( 

Naval  station  Sangloy  -Point,  Philippine 
housing,  $5227900. 

B-FPrnv  FV-citt¥E6S 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam?  Mariana  Islands:  Water ■ 
front  facilities  and  storage  faeddies,-  $57427,000.- 

Naval  supply  depot-,-  Guantanamo  Bay?  Ouha-:  Gold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,3-18, 000? 

Naval  supply  center,-  Pearl  Harbor  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
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facilities,  utilities,  and  la nd 


OMBNAXCE  FACILITIES 
Korol  ammunition  deputy  Oabm  Territory  of 

facilities',  and  railroad  facilities  oud  barricade's, 
$lr432r09O? 

Korol  ordiiftiice  facility,  Sasebo?  Japan:  Personnel 
foeifities,  $60000? 

BE-R-VICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
Kfeet  training  center  -Pearl  Harbor?  Territory  of 
11a  \vaii-:  Training  facilities?  $44,000. 


MEDICAL  FACILITIES 


Koval  hospital,  4b tain, 
facilities,  $269,000? 


Islands 


eOM-M UNieAT-ION  FACTLI-TTE S 
Kara!  comniimieation  station,  A-dob?  Afasbor?  Com 
uiunieaiion  facilities,  $139,000. 

Karal  radio  facility,  Kami  Soya,  Japan-?  Commnnico- 
tiort  facibtios,  and  family  lionsing,  $2, 564, 70-0? 

Koval  communication  station,  Kodiak  Alaskan  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities  maintenance  facilities^ 
personnel  facilities,-  and  utilities  $6,994,600? 

Kasai  communication  facility?  Philppino  Islands-?  Com¬ 
munication  facilities-,  community  facilities,  utilities;, -  and 
family  housing-, ■  $8,061,500. 
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Naval  communication  facility,  Tort  Tyautcy, 
so-t  Storage  faciliticsj  personnel  facilities 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600-. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  BADIBt-TffiS 

-Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  £one-:  Utilities  aod 
acquisition  of  family  housing;  $3>-069tOOOt 

Ouans  Mariana  Islands :  Utilities,-  $940,000.- 
Sect  2-02t  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
hy  the  acquisition  ef  land,  and  the  construction, 
rehabilitation,  or  installation:  of  permanent  or 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities  equipment  and  family  housings  in  the  total  amount 
of  $45fa342,400. 

Ses  SOfi  The  Seeretarv  of  the  Naw  is  authorized 


through  the  construction-,-  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  -works  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
to  restore  or  replaec  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6fa)00,000.- 

TITLE  m 

SeOt  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Three  is 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force 


facilities  hy  the  acquisition,  constructions  conversion?  rchabili 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 


38 


1  works  m  respeet  el  tke  lekewing  prejeetsy  wkiek  inelnde  ske 

2  preparatieny  appnrtenanees  and  related  ntkkiesy  epnipment 


3  end 


Continental  Gniteo  GtateSt 


AIW  DEEENAE 


6  Bnekingkam  Weapons  Gentery  kt7  Myersy  klerkles  Air- 

7  field  navementsy  tkel  dispensing  laekkiesy  eennnnnieatiens 

aidsy  operational  laeilitiesy  airerak  nniinte 

3j  keep  kensing  and  messing  laekkiesy  ntkkiesy 
g  medieal  faekitieSy  storage  laekkiesy  personnel 
laekkiesy  skop  laekkiesy  and  kooky 

12  kensngy  $11,577,000. 

13  kkkntk  -Muncipai  Akport,-  knlntk,  Minnesota^  Airfield 

(:c<  n  i  it*  t*o  TTi  n  /  •!  1 tee  n  I  1 1 1  j  if\o  i  >  >Ar1i^el 

Coy  till  Cl  till  11  It  till  tUlltl  llv"  v "  x  1 1 U 1 1 1 1 1 1  o  y  lit  lli\  Ho  y  lIlvJvllL'tll 

•fo  /ill  l i  i  ac*  i'x/ n'C'QV)  1 1  / >1  lorolifi / 011/1  oil  on 
i^v  Ttll_  111  t  H  o  j  l_  1  o C'll  1 1  v  *  1  1  tl  1 1 1 1 1  v oy  1 1 1  lit  oltojp 

ktiesy  $4y200y60A 

lent  Air  keree  Basey  Gelerade  8pringSy  Geleradee  ktili 
laekkiesy  and  family  kensingy  $4y808,000. 

19  Etkan  Allan  Air  keree  BaseT  Wineeskiy  -kermente  keel 

20  dispensing  laekkiesy  airfield  kgktingy  and  ntiktiesy  $24-3y090. 

21  Geiger  kiel-dy  Bpekaney  Waskingten-r  Airfield  pave- 

22  mentsy  treep  konslngy  storage  faekitiesy  and  lankly  kensingy 

23  $l,716y009r 

24  Glasgow  skey  Montanas  Airfield  pavei  nentsy  Inel  dis- 


-3 
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pensing  facilities?  navigational  ante  and  airfield  liglrting  facili¬ 
ties?  operational  facilities?  aircraft  maintcnanee  facilities, 
training  facilities?  utilities?  medical  facilities?  storage  facilities? 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
simp  facilities?  and  family  kensmg?  84-7-0 OyOQOr 
Grand  -Forks  site?  Korth  Dakotan  Airfield 
fad  dispensing  facilities? 
and  airfield  lighting 
maintenance  facilities?  training, 

fi  no  1  <i~>  1 1 A  l r<  i  f  i  A  n T~n  o/l  l  po  1  Pci  o  i 

l  lUoj  111  11  vL  *  l l_'l  i  Hi  ol l  lv‘11  y  mtuitlll  1 1X141 

v*mvn  a!  Pn 1  i fii  oo  o  rl vp liiiQfro  fnTP  o n  rl  o 

oUIlllvl  111  141  lltlulbj  rtvtlil  1111M1UX1  V  v  111  ill 

facilities,  and  family  konsing,  $5?8-22?000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base?  Kansas  City? 
field  pavements?  fad  da 
facilities?  aircraft 

nflllflOO  I  n  ii  /]  Q  aa  1 1 1  y*  1  f  1  Al4 
LX  1/1X1  llvo ^  IttTltt  lUJvj  LLlol l  lUllj 


14F 


1 1  rrTi  Pi  ~n  re 
ll^^  11  kll  l 


as?  training  facilities, 
facilities. 


and 


ydOgyOOOr 


p  airkase  to  ke  known 


Greater  ddwaakee  area? 
as  “Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base” : 

aids?  operational  facilities?  aircraft  maintenance 
troop  konsing  and  messing  facilities?  utilities?  land 
medieal  facilities?  storage  facilities?  personnel  facilities?  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
konsing,  $16,008?000. 
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Greater  Pittsburgh  Adporty  Goraopolis,-  Pennsylvania : 

facilities,-  utddiesy  medieal  faeditiesy  and  personnel 
Idiesy  $404y00(G 
Hamihen  Air  Poree  Easey  San  K-afaoly  California :  Air- 
held  pavementSy  operational  faeditiesy  troop  housingy  land 
acquisitiony  and  personnel  faeilitiesy  $ly501y000v 

Kinross  Air  Poree  Easey  »and  Samtc  IMai  ic ,  ^Xichigan  * 
Airfield  pavementSy  fuel  dispensing  faeditiesy  airfield  lighting 
faeditiesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeddiesy  training  facilities, - 
atilitiesy  storage  faeidtiesy  personnel  faeditiesy  and  family 
housing,  $2yA2-9y000.- 

Ed  P  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,-  Marquette,  Michigan-: 

i t~i n*  o  /vi- 1 1  f  i  aq  rtTtovn fi  aii o  1  -fn n  j  1 1 1  f  i /•*£__  nioreon n r*1  — 

.1-1 1^  lclvElri  o  y  j/ 1 1  cl  LIU  1.1  c  1-1  1 U  vi  a  111  L  U  o  y  11 1 1 1-1 1 1  v  o  ^  |J  v  1  o  1*  1111  v  1  1 11 

it  1 1 1  f  t  /a  c<  o  (\  in  hi  i  of  1 1  yo  o  r «  i  1  i  h  i  r*  q  rvf  f  o  rnlitioc1  o  n/1 

vlil ULoy  cX'vlJLllllllo LI  cl  Li.  V  U  lclvilllt  1\_  1  IdUvHllUll  \7i  ltlv.  llll  11.  Oj  cl  1 1 11 

family  housing,  $9y948y000: 

■Klamath  Palls  Municipal  Airport,-  Klamath  Pads,  Ore¬ 
gon-:  Airfield  pavements,-  relocation  of  faeddiesy  utilitiesy 
land  aequisdiony  medieal  faeditiesy  personnel  faeditiesy  ad- 
faeddies  and  fmndy  housing,  $2,042,000. 

Aar  Poree  Easey  Paeomay  -Washington-:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  faeditiesy  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  faeddiesy  community  facilities,-  and  famdy  housing, 
$2y959y000r 

McGhce-Tyson  Adrpo-rt,  Knoxvillcy  Tennessee :  Airfield 
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pavements,-  abilities-,-  storage  faeilitiesy  personnel 
and  step  facilities,  $582,000r 

Minncapolis-8  tr  Eartl  International  Airporty 
hsy  Minnesotan  Airfield  pavementsy  aircraft  maintenance  fa- 
eifitiesy  troop  housingy  storage  faeilitiesy  personnel  facili- 
tiesy  and  community  faeilitiesy  $1, 4-2-3,  OOOt 

Minot  sitey  Aerth  Dakotas  Airfield  paveineiitsy  feel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  eonmimhcatiensy  navigational  aids  and 
[dr field  -lighting  faeilitiesy  operational  faeilitiesy  aircraft  main- 
tcnanee  faehitiesy  training  faeilitiesy  troop  lionsing,-  ntilhiesy 
medical  faeilitiesy  storage  faeilitiesy  personnal  facilities,  ab¬ 
end  community  faeilitiesy  and  shop 


Aerr  Castle  Comity  Muneipal  Airporty  W-ilmingtony 
Delaware-:  Airfield  pav-ementsy  airfield  lighting  faeilitiesy 

Niagara  Dads  Mnnieipal  Airport,  Aiagara  Ballsy  Aew 
'V'OT’li  •  -A  1 1* fi  l '  1  tl  14 ri  y  pTT~l  PYl  f  r4  (l  ]  /  kl  (1 1  Wl  Td  O1  111  CM  1 1  f  1  ps?  n  i  /-] 

Jl 'll  lv  •  i.111 11 1 1  vL  jy cl-  V  UrilUll l  u  j  illvl  UlojJv  Imlll^  I  c  1  d  1 1 II  Co  ^  c  1  llTtl  111 

lighting  facilities,-  operational  facilities-, ■  aircraft  mantenancc 
faeilitiesy  ntihtiesy  land  aepuishieny  medical  faeilitiesy  storage 
faeilitiesy  and  personnel  faeilitiesy  $4,7-48,000.- 

Otis  Air  Doree  Ease,  Dahnouthy  Massachusetts-:  Air- 
held  pavements,  airfield  lighting  faeilitiesy  operational  faeili-- 
tiesy  training  faeilitiesy  messing  faeihtiesy  medical  faeilitiesy 
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storage  fadlities;  persoimd  facilities,  adminstrativo  faeiii- 

eli  nn  fo  1 1 f-  l  oe  o  rl  loinilv  li m ^  AAH 

t'l  v_"^j  ^  ullUJJ  intinttv  o  j  (ITT  vt  TT  rTTTTl  \  llUil  ijl  r.jT»v/y\_/  1  U  j  v  v  vV 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Ease;  Oxnard;  California :  Airfield 
pavements,  tod  dispensing  facilities;  airfield  lighting  faeiii— 

fine  o  41V*  Til  Tin  A 1 11  f  oil  fill  nn  :f»v  ifine  fl-Oliilll  O-  f  o  nil  l  fl/xrx  f  v 
tlv  Oj  tti  1  It  ( !  i  l  1 11  cl  1 1 1  l  vllctl  lev"  1(1*1 1 1 1  lUo  ^  T 1  cl  11 1 11 1  ig  ltlv.  llil  IL  ey  TTl  )U  I  / 

q  utilities;  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities-;  and 
facilities;  $2,11§,00A 

Faine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett;  Washington :  Airfield 
tod  dispensing  facilities,-  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties;  aircraft  maintenance  facilities;  lard  acquisition;  storage 

iri («t1  i f  i vi n r\  riPVQmi m r*1  nil i tine  ^1  000 

1  civil  1  l  I  te  ,  (TTTVT  IH.  i  iM  111  1  1  TCI  v  ill  UUiSj  X  ^  V*  ')  fj  . 

Fresque  Isle  Air  Force  Ease;  Presque  Fde;  Maine :  Air¬ 
field  pavements;  airfield  lighting  facilities;  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities;  land  acquisition;  storage  fadlitics,  and 
family  housing; 

Eelfrdge  Air  Force  J^&RCy  ^ Fount  Glcmon%  i 

Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities;  troop  housing  and  messing  fadlities;  utilities;  land 
acquisition;  medical  facilities;  and  persennd  facilities; 
$5,fi26;000. 

Soux  City  Municipal  Airport;  Sioux  City,  ±owa:  Air¬ 
field  pavements;  airfield  lighting  fadlities;  and  messing 

fiT-r.il  i  f  i  ng-  Q  A  Q  Q/A A 

Stewart  Air  Feree  Ease;  Fewfeurgh;  Mew  Aerto  Fad- 
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ri’a  fi  mi  n  1  1  rl  g  o n  rl  o  i  vf~i  iol /]  1 i  ryl*  f~i n  nr  i-o atIt^t aq-  t-f~AV4i  (ta  ~fo  at!  l f  i  pq- 

tl  llUlltll  ttlttu  tl  1 1  il  till  Ilvltl  il^IitTrT^  ltlv.  Ill  tlv-'Oj  O  IU1  tl^  v  ItlL  illllv/Oj 

an4  community  faeifiiiesy  $112,000r 

ftn  it  aIt^  iM  aitti  f  An*  T?  aiy*  o  Taq  on  AA^  oq!  h  Jv_a:sxz 

O till v/Tiv  vUtn ItT  3.1:11  JL  Ul LL  XJllotrj  tToxlTLllllTjtUlly  :i:\T/YV 

■‘V  AT*1r  *  IvIia]  tl  TT41 'AATTT  ATT  {liaI  rllC  TlOll  C)  1 11  (V  f~4l  011  1  tl  AQ—  41  1  yfi  a1  rl 

JL  Ul  IV  •  HU  11U1U  I'll  V  vlllUlilOj  1  LtUx  tTi oy7v~i  I oiTT^  ItlL  llttl Loj  till  llvlvL 

1 1  O'll  fill  <1*  r»ll  ill  A  <0  ^~T*A  ATT  Tl  All  mi  fV  1 1 1  1 1  1  f  4  A  C—  1  n  11  rl  41  A  A 111  Q 1  f  1  ATT . 
TlgTTlTlTIg^  ltlvlil  llv^o  y  T 1  UUjJ  11U  l  loll  i  ^  ^  11  bill  LI  Uibj  ittTltt  tlUL|llloll  1UI1  j 

storage  faeilitiesy  personnel  faeilitiesy  and:  family  hoasmgy 
$2,2O7yOO07 

Qi  Itt  41  1*  A  O  A  r  T  All  1  (TO  11  *  -  A  4T*fi  pi  /l  'll  o  T~r  A  HI  Qllfo  firnl 

vTiT  \  tl  1 1  it y  T>  11 1  Til tl  1 1  •  \L  n  1 1 1 1*  1  tt  |  /  tl  V  vj  11 1U11  to  j  1  LI  vJl 

fo  All  ill  OC!_  ATT  AT*4T  f  1  ATI  41 1  fo  All  if  1  AO_  fvO^lllTirr  I  >  >  (  1 1  l  f  l  A  C? 

ItttTTTTtTtrtTJ  “  jTCltTl  lUilttl  ItcCJlt  tlL  Oj  TrttlTTTTTtr  Itttj  111  llUoy 

storage  facilities?  personnel  faeilitiesy  administrative  and  com- 

nil  nnfv  f  4i  Ail  ill  AC-  on  rl  eli  <111  fo/nli  1 1  aq  QQ  1  AAA 

1111-1111 1  V  ltll liitlly o j  tl  11  tl  oil U  1/  ltl vliitiUo^  ^TTyOOTyt/ vv • 

Yruav  Reldy  Madisony  Adseonsimt  Airfield  payments 
fuel  dispensing  faeilitiesy  airfield  lighting  faeditiesy  troop 

ll/UlQlllf?'  1  n  -|~>  /l  41AA1TlQlf"*jAA_-  qIaTO  rr/\  -po  All  1  tl  r*Q  Tl  A  V  O  ATI  Tl  a!  fo  All  T  , 
llULtSlllg  ?  TttTTtT  ttt“T|  itToTtrftlTrJ  OtUxtl  lilCll  lt  l“»TJ  t  l  o  U  T iTTTT  1  tUjTTT^ 

tiesy  and  shop  faeilitiesy  $l-y20-3yOOO7- 

AA^ n  f  1i  A  tv  TT a  n qa-  O o  a  <  ul  n _  AI^taIii  irtm  •  A  i  vfn  a1  rl 

VV  til  loll  11  ill  rriT  T  U1LU  JLTtlotT;  \y  otiUtrccty  Tlxxclllgllll  •  Xxzlx lit^xtt 

pavements,  airfield  lighting  faeilitiesy  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  Irousingy  utilitiesy  storage  faeilitiesy  adminis- 

tyo  1 1  XT' A  ~p4l  AT  1 1  tl  AQ  qIt  ATT  41  All  1  tl  AC*  41  n  rl  fo  Til  1 1  XT'  1  >  All  QIAO*  ■ 

LI  illl  V  U  ItlUlll lit  5 y  ollU  |i  1  iteillti U by  ttntt  It 1 1111  l^y  11  tl Llolll^ y 

$3,5-1:1,000. 

Youngstowft  Mttnieipal  Airport,  Yoimgsto-wa,  Qhte-; 

\  irfl  olrl  a 41  yom  att  tci  _  41  t t*Tt  a1  1  n a^Ii Itti rr  ^41  Ail l f  1  aq.  nlTlTj~4^LQ  of  av  , 
XxTr  ITtxtt  |Jtl  V  tlllt/ll  Ikiy  till  llUltl  xx  111  11 1  ^  1  cl  U  111  11  oy  LI  1  llx  Tl  Uoy  o  1  tl  J. 

ago  faeilitiesy  aral  personnel  faeilitiesy  $742, 000-.- 
-Y-nma  County  Airporty  Ymnay  Are 
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facilities,-  aircraft  maintenance  fadfitiesy 
troop  housingy  pcrsonnd  facilities,  and  administrative  faeili- 


tiesy  $2,107,0007 

AHi;  MATERIEE 
Breoklcy  Air  Force  Basey  M-obiley  Alabama-?  Airfield 
pavements,  fad  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 

•f  o  i  4  i  f\c,<  f  yAArv  1 1  /\jli  a  1 1 1  ry  >>  n  /I  nHa'^nin*  fn  f*  1 1 1 4i  pe*  nfilifi/^cj  n  ti  rl 
1  tlv/lT  1  llL/u  j  III' '  1  Il'tt o  1  i  1 0  till  11  II 11  nolll  v  lilUllil  lvbj  Vt tllltlvJo j  ill  1  vl 

storage  facilities,'  $1,470,-000. 

Gciffiss  Air  Force  Base?  Rome,  Few  Fork-?  Airfield 
pavements,  fad  dispensing  fadfitiesy  airfield  lighting  faefii- 
tiesy  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  aeqai- 
q  storage  facilities,  personnel  fadfitiesy  administrative 
Sy  and  family  hoasingy  $15,803,000? 

Sill  Air  Force  Base,-  Ogden,  Utah-?  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $0,-380,000'- 

-Ivelly  Air  -Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas-?  Airfield 
pavements,-  airfield  fighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
faeilkiesy  and  land  acquisition,  $1,915,000? 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,-  Sacramento,  California-?  Air- 
fidd  pavements,  fad  dispensing  facilities,  operational  faeili- 
tiesy  aircraft  maintenance  fadfitiesy  training  fadfitiesy  troop 
housing,-  utilities?  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  faeil- 

Ferton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino, 


40 


1  -Airfield  pavementsy  airfield  lighting  faeddiesy  aireralt  maln- 

2  tenanee  laeditiesy  traap  hansingy  and  messing  laeddiesy  land 

3  aennisdiany  and  storage  daddies,  $3y29fiy09Qr 

4  Ohnsteed  Air  Faree  Base,  Middleto-wny  Idnnsy  Ivanna 

5  Airfield  paeemen tsy  find  dispensing  tneditiesy  airerait  madrte- 

6  nanee  laeihties-r  ntditiesy  land  aeqnisiaiany  and  storage  laeili- 

7  ties7  $2-l-,41toly099v 

8  7?  / 1 I  t 1 1  >  k-  V  i  y  I? /  >y<<n  lie  ^ 7  f  n  /  *d\v\  fTpAynn  n  •  ,'\  i al  /  I  xa *a  ha 

1  V  to*/ 1 1  la  Alii  J  tori  v‘  l)(lov7  nxuTtorty  *  to  v  ’  1^  1<  *  .  1  V  Jx  JLI  v  lvl  pcTTT 

9  mentor  eernrnuniealiens  and  airfield  lighting  faeddiesy  air- 
10  era#  maintonanee  laeditiesy  traap  hansingy  and  land  aeqnisd 
11  tone  fiA7Ay909-r 

12  8earspart  Air*  Faree  Tank  Farm,  Searspart,  Plainer  Fnel 
13  storage  laeddiesy  $F31fiOOto 

14  Pinker  Air  Faree  -Basey  Oklahama  Odp7  Oklahoma : 
15  Storage  laeditiesy  $S9fiy99to 

16  Wilkins  Air  Feree  Base,-  Shelbg,-  Ohiae  Ffiddiesy 
17  $£9fiy09to 

18  W right  -Patterson  Air  Faree  Basey  Baptany  Okda  Air- 

19  field  parementoy  training  laeditiesy  traap  hansing  and  mess- 
20  ing  laeditiesy  ntditiesy  land  acqnisdiany  researeh  and  derelap- 
21  ment  laeddiea  and  administrative  laeditiesy  Ak^r094-y909T 

00  A  ’  a  t»i  i  vi  i  o  LuMilmns1  •  Qf  />*/>  jo  /.1I1I1  <ui 

»  el  l  B/Uu  [Uv  (lllUllib  •  U  lUl  1 l h  ill  toiTltl l  o •, 

23  am  ene-v-mi  abound 


24 


Egdtt  Air  Faree  Basey  Valparaisey  Flardka  Airfield 

and  naAgatienal  aidsy  traap 


25 
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and  messAg  feeilkiesr  land 


acquisition,  seseaselg 


and  test 


■fe  Pi  and  stasage  faeilitiesy 


rXm  Tn-VIXSX^  GOMMA»B 


Amasdfe  AA  Fwee  Baser  Awsrillar  Texas : 


ij  $9^900t 


Bryan  AA  Basee  Baser  Brynm  Texas-:  Tree])  housing 
and  messAg  faeildiesr  and  ntditiesj  $944A99r 

Bkannte  AA  Twee  Baser  Ban  f  ns  A  411Aeis-f  Land  aeqni- 
sitiom  $3r999r 


Praig  AA  Basee  Baser  Selma,  A  lakaman  Airfield  gaxe- 
ments,-  teaap  kansingr  and  land  any  nisi  ti  am  $A9§9y99A 

Pllm  qTai  |  Air  lln  e/>  1  T  y  n  Q  •  TvAAT^  1 )  /  >11  C*. 

TjTttttt^twtT  Z  It  I  .1  Ol  rr  TTnPVT  I  I  Uttnll  Mi,  A  l  Alio  •  i  I  wUU  TlTltTn 

Ag  and  messAg  feeilitiesr  lead  aefffesition.  and  mediea.l 


Bsaneis  Tk  Warren  Ads  Basse  Base?  Pkeyenner  Wya 
ming:  Tseng  kansAg  and  messing  facilities,  $1,493 ,99 A 
Poedfellaw  AA  Basee  Basey  San  Angela-,-  Texas :  Air¬ 
field  gaxementsT  feel  dispensing  t'aeditiesr  aircraft  mainto 
nance  facilities;  tsaeg  keusing  and  messing  facilities;  and  land 

n  ( •(  w  X-l  i  ei  fi  ( xi  \  (~)  Q  J  Q(AO-_ 

tlv  "  I  111  ol  llUIl^  '"A  tjV/O  J-  j*  „/v?  • 


AA  Basee  Baser 


Aire  raid  maAtenanee  facilities^  land  acquisition;  and  gee 
senncl  facilities;  $349,-999r 
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*s  technical  training?  Air  Foree?  Gulfport? 
*sissippi-:  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities?  $313,0007 
•Harlingen  Air  F orcc  Base?  Harlingen?  Texas-:  Conr- 
and  navigational  aids  and  troop 


James  Connally  Air  Foree  Base?  Waeo?  Texas-:  -Troop 
Lousing  and  messing  facilities?  $88-3-, -OOOr 

Laredo  Air  Foree  Base?  Laredo?  Texas-:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities?  and  family  Loosing?  $1?525?500-. 

Air  -Force  Base,  Bel  Bio?  Texas:  Airfield 

f  O  ( ti  1 1  f  i  jvr<  f  vo  fy  fa  ni  1 1  f  i  pq  1  O  T\  rl 

1  tl  6 11 A  Llvi  o  j  TTttrTTiiTw^  Iclvlll  UviU  ^  1  LlilLl 

lion?  and  family  Loosing?  $3?695?Q00r 
Lowry  Air  Loree  Base?  Denver?  Colorado-:  Troop 
Loosing  and  messing  facilities?  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base?  Bhoenix,  ArAonas  Training 
■facilities?  troop  Lousing  and  messing  facilities?  and  land 
acquisition?  $1?557,000.- 

~1V  T"  n  fit  or  ,  A  iv  17  Art1  o  H  qqa  ,  ft  o  nyn  -p-n  if-  A  l!  oil  in*  Onm 

1'1 11  111 0 1  xjlIx  C/TvU  Xl M uvi  j  UMvl  1 1 1 11 1 1 L U ^  VvtilllUl llltl  •  Vy Ulll 

monieations  and  navigational  aids?  troop  Lousing  and 
messing  facilities?  and  personnel  facilities?  $1?516?000.- 

McConnell  Air  -Force  Base?  MLeLita?  -Kansas:-  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities?  and  land  acquisition?  $104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base?  Maklosia?  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aire-raft  maintenance  facilities?  troop  housing  and 
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1  messing  facilities,  land  acquisitieny  and  family  lieusing, 

2  $4-35-2, 000.- 

3  Kellis  Air  Force  Base,  Fas  Fegas-,-  hlorada-:-  Airfield 

4  pavemontsy  aireraft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  and  troop  honsing 

5  and  messing  faeditiesy  $4y453,Q00. 

6  Perrin  Air  Feree  Base,  Sherman,  Texas :  Troop 

|  ttTTtX  JLllLooll  1^  A tl villi  IIL  o ^  tl Ilvl  IclllU.  cl'-"  vj 1 11  oi  tIU  11  j  t/ 1/  v_/ y  vy  v/7 

8  Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,-  San  Antonio,-  Texas :  Troop 

9  fionsingy  $549y0007 

10  Beese  Air  Force  Basey  Luhboehy  Texas :  Troop  honsing 

11  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,-  and  personnel  facil  ■ 

12  hiesy  $4,046,000? 

13  Scott  Air  -Force  Basey  Bedevdley  Illinois^  Troop  honsing 

14  and  messing  faeihtiesy  $4,244,000? 

15  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas :  Mess- 

16  ing  facilities,  $80,000? 

17  Stead  Air  Force  Base,-  Benoy  Nevada:  Aireraft  mam- 

18  ten  a  nee  faeihtiesy  training  faeilitiesy  troop  honsingy  personnel 

19  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4y484,000.- 

20  Tyndall  Air  Force  Basey  -Panama  Ohyy  Florida-?  Airfield 

21  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  and  land  ae- 

22  quishieny  $448y0OO? 


23 


Wanee  Air  Force  Basey  Enidy 


x  Troop  housing 


24  and  messing  faeilitiesy  and  land  ncquishiony  $8-7-1,000? 
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Webb  Air  Boree  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas :  Shop  faeili- 

Williams  Air  Boree  Base?  Ohundler?  Arizona--:  Opera- 
tional  faeilities?  end  troop  h easing  and  n-icssing  faeilities, 


-7  Troop 

_i  TvAnrt 
.  Trultl  / 

Tit  vl II 


Am 

0  enter  Air  Boree  Buse? 
h  easing?  $A7-5,j000t 

Maxvrell  Air  Boree  Base?  , 

boasing  and  messing  faeilities,  utilities,  and 
ties?  $2?664-,OOOt 

ee-yriNEX^A-r-;  -mu  comm-abd 
-Beale  Air  Boree  Baste  Marysville-r  Oalifornia-v  Land 
oe<|uisition,  personnel  faeilitiesr  and  family  bousing;  $3?- 
425,500. 

Brooks  Air  Boree  Base,  San  Antonio?  -Texas-:  Troop 
housing,-  $590,000. 

Air  Boree  Base,-  Marietta,-  Georgia-:  -Airfield 
g  and  personnel  faeilities?  $T5S-,OOOr 
Mitehel  Air  Boree  Base?  Hempstead?  Bew  Berk-:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  $4?894?00Qt 

Wolters  Air  Boree  Base?  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera- 
tioaal  faeilities,  storage  faeilities?  and  personnel  faeilities? 
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HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Belling  As  Force  -Base,  Washington?  Dr  Chs  Personnel 
facilities?  $520,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Perce  Base,  Camp  Spring's, 

Medical  facilities?  and  personnel  facilities,'  $1-4) 08, 000. 

Charleston  Air  -Foree  Base?  Charleston?  South  €4 
Airfield  pavements;  operational  facilities?  personnel  facilities? 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  land  aequisi 
tion?  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Foree  Base,  -Dover,  Delaware!  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities?  airfield  lighting  facilities?  air- 

• 

craft  maintenance  facilities?  land  acquisition?  personnel  facili¬ 
ties?  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7-,0-7-3?000. 

McGuire  Air  Foree  Base,  -Wriglitstown?  New  Jersey- 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities?  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5^564, 000- 

Palm  Beach  Air  Foree  Base?  Ijalm  Beach?  Florida : 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities?  and  personnel 
facilities?  $848?000.- 

Bamt  Louis  -Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center? 
Burnt  Boms?  Missouri-:  Administrative  facilities,  $804,000. 
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RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 
Garahello  Lest  Shey  Garabcllc,  Floridan  -Land  acqtiisi  • 

tioAy  $4-, 000: 

xc^x^iesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  «tiiitiesy  re¬ 
search,-  development  and  teat  faeilitiesy 
and  community  facilities,-  $12,129,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford, 

-Research  and  development  facilities?  $22,37-5,000.- 

Holloman  Air  Force  Rasey  Alamogordo,  Aeve  Mexico--:- 
Airfield  pavements?  airfield  lighting  facilities?  ntilhie-Sy  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities?  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities?  and  community-  facilities? 
OOP 

-Indian  Springs  Air  -Force  Rase  -(Rutland  Auxiliary 
F)-y  Clark-,-  Revada-:  Operational  facilities?  shop 

Air  Foree  Rasey  Albuquerque?  Rew  Mexico--:- 
facilities,  utilities?  and  shop  facilities, 


and  airfield  lighting 


Laurence  Hanscom  Fieldy  Bedford, 

Airfield 

faeifitiesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  troop  housing,  utifi- 
tiesy  land  acquishiony  research  and  development  faeilitiesy 
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facilities;  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,-  and 
family  housings  $3,-705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Brejeets  Laboratory,  Mount 
-Washington  Few  Hampshire-!  Research  and  development 
faeibtiesT  $588t0O0t 

Patrick-  Air  Force  Base,-  Cocoa7  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ment  aireraft  maintenance  faeilhies7  utihttp  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,-  research  and  development  faeditiesj  and  shop  facilities, 
$7760070Q0. 

tional  facilities,  $20,-000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AW  COMMAND 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base7  Abilene,  -Texase  Airfield  pave¬ 
ment  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  faeilities7  troop 
housing  ntifities7  land  acquisition  medieal  faeilities7  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  faeilities7  $1 ,21  17000t 

Altus  Air  Force  Base;-  Altus,  Oklahoma^  Fuel  dispens- 
ing  faeilities7  airfield  lighting  facilities; 
training  facilities;  utifities7  storage  facilities; 
facilities,  administrative  facilities;  and  family  housing, 
$2,920,000r 

Barksdale  Air  Foree  Base,-  Shrevcport7  Louisiana-:  Air¬ 
field  pavements7  fuel-dispensing  faeilities7 
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and  airfield  lighting  faeilitiesy  training  laeddiesy  medieal  faeili- 
tiesy  storage  laeddiesy  and  personnel  laedddsy  $7,379-, 000? 

Ad  Eeree  Eascy  Anstin,  dexasr  Adfield 

1 1  Oil  ftl  ~fo  r«il  il:i/  1 1  tl  1  1  t-j-Qfl  1 51 V  fl  3)  ( *nii  1  Lfil  tl  OT)  ~ 

U  I  '  v.  1  cl  1 1  v'l  let  1  Itll  IiItlL  oj  1 1 1 Tilt  T V  o  j  ltMi U  Ul-U  LLJ  ul Livxij 

edddsy  adnnnistratde  facilities?  and  shop  facib- 
fey  $1,770,000t 

Eiggs  Ad  Eeree  Base,  El  Basey  Eexas :  Enel  dispeirsing 

tiesy  and  personnel  laeddiesy  $2,127,OOOt 

Eampbell  Ad  Eeree  Easey  tfopidnsvdloy  Eentneky-r 
Airfield  pa-venrentsy  eommanieationsy  troop  honsing  and 
messing  laeddiesy  otddieSy  land  aeqnisdieRy  and  shop  laedi- 

fey  $4y07£y0QQ. 

Oarswell  Aar  Eeree  Easey  Eert  W or  tin  Texas :  Airfield 
lightdrg  laeddiesy  troop  honsingy  ntildiesy  medieal  laeddiesy 
aod  personnel  laedddsy  $2y-3-2-2,0007 

Eastio  Ad  Eeree  Easey  Mereedy  California^  Airfield 
pa-vementsy  operational  laeddiesy  alrerad  maintenanee  laedd 
tieSy  utilities,  land  aeqnisitiony  storage  laeddiesy  aod 
trafe  faeildiesy  $1T1§3,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Ad  Eeree  EasOy  Clinteny 
Airfield  paeementsy  fnel  dispensing  laeddiesy  operafeiooal 
laedddsy  aireraft  maintenance  laeddiesy  training  laeddiesy 
ntddiesy  land  aeqiiditiony  storage  laedddsy  personnel  faedi- 
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lies  administrative  and  community  faeilitiesy  sfiep  facilities, 
and  family  fieusingy  $10,208,500? 

Columbus  Air  Farce  Fa  sc, 
field  pavements,  fnei  dispensing  facilities, 
ties?  aircraft  maintenance  finalities,  trainii 
Fensing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities?  land  aequisiton, 
niedcal  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  faeilitiesy 
sfiep  facilities,  and  family  housing?  $6,649,000? 

Davis-Moi  itfiun  Air  Force  Ease,  Fuesony  Arisen  as  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  fioasing,  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  storage  faeilitiesy  and  personnel  facilities, 
$7-,- 803, 000. 

■Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Banger?  Maine-:  Airfield  pave 
meats,  find  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  training  facilities,  troop  lionsing, 
rehafii-litatieny  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  com  - 
ties?  and  sfiep  facilities,  $1 1 ,455j000? 

Air  Force  Basey  Rapid  Cit}y  South  Dakotas 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
1  musing,  land  acquisitieoy  storage  facilities,  personnel 
faeilitiesy  and  shop  facilities,  $14,408-, 000. 

Fa-irehiid  Air  -Force  Basey  Spokane,  Washington-?  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  niainte- 
H.  R.  6829 - 4 
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nance  faeilities,  training  facilities  land  acquisition^  storage 
facilities-,-  and  personnel  facilities^  $1-707-009t 

Fordes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Fans  ass  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,'  fuel -dispensing  facilities,'  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities  utilities  land  acquisition^  medical  fa- 
edities  storage  facilities  personnel  faeilities,  and  sfiop  faed- 
itics,  $l,7fi&,099. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Ivdlecn,  Texass  Troop  dousing^ 
faeilities,  storage  dualities  personnel  facilities  and 
facilities  $482^090, 

Great  Falls  Air  -Basts  Great  F allsT  Montanas  -Air¬ 
field  pavements  communications,  operational  faeilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  faeditles  training  facilities  storage  faed- 
ities  personnel  faeditiesT  administra-tive  and  community  fa- 

Homestcad  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Floridas  Air¬ 
field  pavements  fuel  dispensing  faeditles,  airfield  figfiting 
faeilities,  operational  faeilities,  aircraft  maintenance  faeditiesj 
training  facilities^  utditiesT  medical  facilities  storage  faeilities, 
personnel  facilities  and  family  dousing,-  $  1  ,4§8,009t 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Sava  made  Georgia :  Airfield 
pavements  airfield  ligdting  faeilities,  operational 
aircraft  maintenance  faeilities  training  facilities 
medical  faeditics  and  personnel  faeditles,  $-l,ll-5,'909r 
Bake  Gdarles  Air  Feree  BaseT  Bake  Gdarles7 
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Airfield  pavements,-  fuel-dispensing  faeilitiesy  airfield  Iq 
faeilitiesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeilitiesy  tran 
troop  liousingy  utifitiesy  and  personnel  faeilitiesy  $2y3fidy09Q7 
Air  Force  -Ease,  dfineelny  Nebraska :  Airfield 

i~>l  /l  1  tti  i  \  o'  o  filihpq  o  i  vpi*n  ft  114  niiitormn  pa 

itfitiesy  training  faeilitiesy  land  aeqtnsitiony  medieai  faeilitiesy 
tge  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  faeifi- 
tieSy  feyOfifiyOOOr 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  -Base,  -Li tile  Reeky  Arkansas-; 
Airfield  pavementsy  feel  dispensing  faeilitiesy  navigatienal 
aids  and  airfield  fig-filing  faeililiesy  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  faeililiesy  training  faeilitiesy  utilities,-  land 
acejoisitieny  medieai  faeilitiesy  storage  facilities,  personnel 
?Sy  administrative  and  community  faeilitiesy  and  family 
edngy  $5y34-LOOOv 

Air  Foree  Easey  Lelumbusy  Ofiiea  Airfield 
jy  operational  facilities,  aireraft  maintenance  faeili- 
tiesy  training  faeilitiesy  troop  fionsingy  utilities,  land  aequisi- 

ti  An  n->  n/li  a  a  1  pr>  f  *  \  1 1  fil  /  ic<  c4ai»^  r\  rnli  Iiaq  y> QVC1  All  1~1  r^l  1  A  Pi  1 1  t  1  Ptt 

titTriJ  II 1U  vlll  l  IT  lclelll  ti  oTtliTt^e  1  tl  v 'll  1 1 1  v.  o ^  pel  lUIIHv  1  1  cl  vill  llUuj 

o a  c«1a aw  pi  1 1 i oe  e\7  1  -( 1QA- 

cliivL  iTntip  ntritititkiy 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,-  Limestoney  idamen  Fuel  din- 

o  1  ~t  >  nt »  f  *  1 1 1  f  ~  1  P  Q  ..  O  1  V/"«4- O  TV~>  ft  111  f  OT1  011 1  A  /  •  1  1  l  f  l  oe  fynAll  II  All  Q- 
JJ  L  lcll  1  llllUoj  tTTl  llitlt  Ill  cl  III  l  v, llclll  UU  Itt“lllllvOj  t'T  UUp  llUllo 

ingy  ntilitiesy  land  aeqnisitiony  personnel  faeilitiesy  adminis¬ 
trative  and  community  faeilitiesy  and  sfeep  faeilitiesy 
$-2yQ30yOOOv 
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1 

2 


O 

tJ 


Air 
sT  airfield  14 


Basey  Fampay  Floridan 


ilkiesr  aircraft 


4 

5 

6 


i  c*  f  i»/  wn  \  linii^'iiuy  1 » \  vw  1 
Ttpy  1 1  UUJ  I  1IU  llolll^  y  1  <  (  lilt 

kiesr  $5y2&4y000r 

March  Air  Force  -Base,-  Riverside,  Californian-  A-irfieki 
Sy  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  faeifi- 

1  finin  v>  1  l  V«  VP  ff  .  >  mfmmnnA  4  *  w  4 1 1 1  \  1A0  1 1  Al  1  S1! ly  rp  1  p  1  >  rl  p 

*  tl v  o .  til  1 11  (.111  1 1  lei  11 1 1  v  1  It  1 1 1  v" L 1 1 L  1111 1  v.  o j  Tl  UU|*  Uv Llolll^ y  itlllU  tlvJ 

8  quiskion,  and  personnel  faekkiesy  ^A4470QA 

9  Mountain  Home  Air  Foree  Base,'  ^-fountain  Homcj 

11  maintenance  facilkies,  utilities,  land  aequiskiony  mc4ieal 

12  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities^  community 

13  -faeilitiesy  and  family  housing,  $fiy004yOQ07 

1^  Ollutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omahay  Mefirasfina  FTtilitiesy  an4 
lao4  aequiskiony  $428,0007 

Fineeastle  Air  Force  Basey  Orlande,  Floridan  Airfield 

and  airfield  fighting  facilities, 
facilities,  aircraft  naaintenancc  facilities,  utilities, 
^  And  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 

Plattsfiurg  Air  Force  Basey  P-lattshurg,  Aew  York:  Air- 
22  field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities-,  operational  faeilitiesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeilkiesy 
2^  training  faeilitiesy  utditiesy  land  aequiskiony  medical  faekkiesy 
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1  storage  facilities,  personnel  faeifitics;  administrative  and  coin- 

2  muni  tv  faeilitiesT  and  family  housing;  $2-4, -988,000. 

3  Portsmouth  Air  -Force  Ease,  Portsmouth,-  Ffew  FEamp- 

4  shire :  Airfield  pavements,  fact  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 

5  maintenance  facilities;  training  facilities;  utilities;  land  aequi- 

7  and  community  facilities;  and  family  housing,  824;890;0007 

8  8edalia  Air  Force  -Ease,  Finohnostcr,  Missouri :  Airfield 

9  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities;  aircraft  maintenance 

10  facilities,  utilities;  land  acquisition-,-  storage  facilities,  person 

11  net  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facditics,  and  family 

13  Smoky  4Fill  Air  Force  Ease;  Ealina;  -Ivansasf  Airfield 

14  pavements,-  operational  facilities;  aircraft  maintenance  facil- 

15  itics,  troop  housing;  utilities,  land  acquisition;  medical  fned- 

16  dies;  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 

17  facilities;  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,-  $8, 7 73, -500? 

18  Travis  Adr  Force  Ease;  Fairfield;  Ealifomiau  Airfield 

19  pavements;  fuel  dispensing  facilities;  troop  housing;  utilities; 

21  i strati ve  and  community  facilities;  and  shop  facihties; 

22  S2t42oA)A(A 

23  Turner  Air  Force  Ease;  Albany.  Oeorgiau  Airfield  pave 

24  meats,  fuel  dispensing  facilities;  airfield  lighting 


1  operational  faeddiesy  aircraft  nadntenanee  faeditiesy  troop 

2  honsingy  atditiesy  and  land  aergnsdtony  $3,741,000; 

3  Walker  Air  Eoree  Easey  II  os  welly  Aew  Mexico :  Airfield 

4  pavements?  troop  honsingy  ntildiesy  land  aeqmsdieny  medical 

5  facilities,  storage  faeilitiesy  and  personnel  faeilitiesy 

7  M-estover  Air  Eoree  Easey  Ohieepee  Eadsy 


fnel 


facilities,  eom- 


8  setter  Aii-field 

9  munications  and  na-vigatienaf  aidsy  aircraft 

10  faeddiesy  training  faeddiesy  treep  housing?  land 

11  storage  faeddiesy  personnel  facilities,  and  eouimnnity  faed- 

12  itiesy  $E,E4fi/400r 

13  TACTICAL  Atn  COMMAND 

14  Alexandria  Air  Eeree  Easey  Alexandria? 

15  Airfield  pavements?  find  dispensing  faeddiesy 

16  faeddiesy  aircraft  maintenance  faeddiesy  tra^^& 

17  ntddiesy  and  personnel  faeddiesy  $Sy684,00Qr 

18  Ardmore  Air  Force  Ease-,-  Ardmorey  Oklahoma-;  Airfield 

19  pavements,  find  dispensing  faeddiesy  operational  facilities, 

20  aircraft  maintenance  faeddiesy  personnel  facilities-,-  and  family 

21  fionsingy  $6,800,000. 

23  field  lighting  faeddiesy  training  faeddiesy  ntddies,-  storage 

24  faeddiesy  and  eommimity  faeilitiesy  $B08?000. 

25  Banker  Hid  Ad*  Eoree  Easey  Peru,-  -Indiana :  Airfield 
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lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities?  and 
administrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

Glovis  Am  Force  Ease,  Glovis?  Aew  Mcxieo-:-  -T-raining 
facilities,  and  family  housing?  $A-57-0?500. 

Donaldson  Am  Forec  Ease,  Greenville,  South  Carolina : 
Airfield  pavements,  aireraft  maintenanec  facilities,-  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2-/103,000. 


Foster  Air  Force  Ease?  Aietoria,  Texasr  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments?  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing?  $4?£24-,000. 

George  Air  Force  Ease,  Victorville,  California-?  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities? 

hties?  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 


Langley  Am  Force  Ease?  Hampton?  Virginias  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities?  utilities?  storage  facilities?  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administratrve  facilities,  $3,381,000. 
Larson  Air  Force  -Base?  Closes  Lake?  Washingtons  Air- 

faeihties?  $3,5-7-l?000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  -Airport?  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Garni  in  a ;  Airfield  pavements?  fuel  dispensing  facilities?  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids?  aireraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities?  training  facilities?  messing  facilities?  utilities,  land 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


56 


g  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities^  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $67o03,0007 

Pope  Air  Perce  Base,  Port  Bragg;  Berth  Carolina-7  Air- 

housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition;  medical  fa- 
cilities7  and  storage  faeilities7  $2,548t000t 

Sewart  Air  Perce  Base7  Sn  tyri  s  Tennessee-?  Airfield 

j  lnllill  l>\/<ilitiAL'  0  IV/  .v.)  j  f  VI  I  l~l  1 1  I  f  Ounn  fo  /  «i  1  1  1  4<  to  fv/  1  mi 
t  1  *  *  I  I’ll  lilvlltl  I'n ,  (tl  I  (I  <*ll  II  I(  tTl  1 1  vllt'  I  lit  1  c  ll  1 1 1 1 1  v  Si  j  T I  *  M.  *  J  '  II'Mli’lIl 

and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities  $3,589,000? 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Beree  Base.  Coldshoro;  Perth 
Carolina-?  Airfield  pavements?  fnel  dispensing  faeilities7  eom- 

eraft  maintenance  facilities  training  facilities  troop  housing,- 
utilities,  land  acquisition;  medical  facilities  storage  facilities, 
personnel  faeihties  administrative  and  community  facilities; 
and  shop  facilities  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Beree  Bass  Sumter,'  South  C  arolina !  A  i r 
field  pavements  operational  facilities  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities  utilities  stor¬ 
age  facilities  personnel  facilities  and 
$7;0J5-,000. 
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SPECIAL  FACILITIES 


eilities,  and  atifitiesy 


$387, 000.- 


AFRCPAF-T- 


L  ANL  WARNING  SYSTEM 


Various  locations-  Fuel  dispensing  faeiiitiesy  eommuni- 

faeditics,  treep  housing  a-n4  messing  facilities,  ntditiesy  land 
acquisition;  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa- 
efitiesy  administrative  ami  community  facilities,  ami  simp 
faeiiitiesy  $-M90;382.000. 

e  Continental  U-nited  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

ties;  and  community  faeilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Laser  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  faeilities-,-  airfield  lighting  facilities^  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities;  treep  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili  ■ 
tiesy  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  faeilities,  per- 
efiitiesy  and  shop  faeilities,  $23,275,000; 

Airfield-7  Airfield  lighting  faeilities,  and  storage 


Fenai  Airfield;  Airfield  pavementsy  $356,-000. 
Ladd  Air  F orcc  Laae  ”"7  raining  facilities,  land 
and:  average  faedities,  ffidy^OjQOOr 
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xvnknek-  Airfield-:  Air-field  pavements;  air-field  fighting 
facilities,  operational  faeilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities; 
$1t863,000. 


AHt  COMMAND 

Allbrook  Air  Force  Base,  Ganal  Zone : 
facilities;  $163,000t 

PAR  EAST  APR  FORCES 

■Various  locations :  Airfield  pavements;  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  faeilit  ies;  oper¬ 
ational  facilities;  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,-  stee- 

$12;01^00(h 


lyrTT  T  rr  \  i?Ar  A  TT? 
;>1  lijlrAH  1  arlK 


SERVICE 


Air  Force  Base,  -Honolulu;  Ha-wain 

1  -i  a*1~>  A'  rn  r>i  liti  An  lnjvfl 
J  I ^  11  111  1^  Itlvlll lit.  Oj  1  ttxxvt 

of  nyo  f  4^  1 1 1  f  1 1\  c<  o  nr]  1 1  i«l~w  fn/n]iti  ao  U2  A  ( 

o l  UT  U ^  U  Icl  vllltlUt  y  ttTTtt  xlctl  UU1  Iitv.  lllllUoj  LlJ  * 

Johnston  island  Air  Force 


I  CMfiprl  - 
FoltUlU  • 


Qaa'i  rvi  llpipnfl  ATI  i  >>  it  1 1  1  f  i  t' 

Vy  v.* Jl  11111 LL1J  It.  1 1 LIU  11  J.  cf 1 114 11 L." o  ^ 

Afidwav  island :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities;  $303;000t 
Wake  island-:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa- 
3;  and  navigational  aids;  $2,991,000. 

facilities-,-  navigational  aids  and  airfield  fighting  facilities; 
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1  aircraft  maintenance  facilities?  troop  housing?  utilities?  per- 

2  sonnel  labilities,  and  family  housing?  $-11? 3 9 3, 000. 

3  -NORTHEAST  AiR  COM-MAND 

5  facilities?  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  faeili- 

6  ties?  training  facilities-, ■  troop  housing,  utilities,-  storage  faeili- 

7  ties?  and  shop  facilities,  $23?601:,-OOOt 

8  S-TRATEGIO  AtR  COMMAND 

9  Ramey  Air  Force  Rase?  -Puerto  R-ieor  Fuel 

]  (  )  f  n  /  litioo  /TTTf*VTl  hi  /  \1  >  M  1  (  »>  /  >xJ  if  i  n  f  J.1 1  fiAD  o  f  A  1*0  0*0 

T  clvllit  lvoy  w  I )  v*i  ell  iOll  til  Ttlitl  1  llvtby  It  I'll  1 1  R"uy  otoTTu^u 

11  sonncl  facilities?  ami  harhor  facilities,  $2,119?000.- 


s?  per- 


12 


ONI-TED  STA-T-ES  AER  FORGES  IN 


1  A  lnl  1 1  hi  TT  ) 11 IT  1  GO  hi  /ATI  O  IT  Q  riTl  0*0  1 1  CT 11  O  1  O  lJ  C  >|  1  l  /  I 

I  t-  IclAAi  lllvioy  v.  v-'llill i  111.  11 L  cl  tlUllo y  1 1  cl  V  J  yy  <  l 1 1  vJ  1 I  <  1 1  ttitTn  1 1 111A 

15  lighting  facilities?  operational  facilities?  aircraft 

"t  a  m  1 1  li  /  ui  f  t'o  i  it  1 1 1  o»  1 1  hi  i  a*  1  i*/t  li  aiiouto*  oi>rl  tyt  gqoi  it  o*  fa_. 

AO  1  ell  111  llLo  j  it  M 1 J  II 1 tUCllllll'tS,  TTttuj7  1 I  UTTol.l 1  ^  cl  1 11 1  llll'ool  I  TTT 

1  7  /nlitiAii  utiliti  Ai.i  r,  n  1  fn  Ai  |ifi  ao  pf  avo  0*0  I  O  i  « 1  I  1  1 1  GO  tTOVA'O  1  >  1  >  pi 

A  I  ItIHR  bj  illlJillluj  1111  UlvJili  1  civ  1111 1  v  o  ^  ctUl  c  1 4^  v  IclA  1 11  tlvoy  |  /  v  1  oUlllll  1 

18  facilities?  administratAe  ami  community  facilities?  ami  shop 

IQ  fn <£OQ  I  QQb  000 

A  c /  IclA  1111 11  Oj  dp  cJ  -L  y  tJ  <7  v/  jVv'  V  7  • 

20  -AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 


21 


^  Q  yi  atto  1  f\r*  oil  /ATT  A?  • 
V  cl  1  1  U  llcT  lUv,  lHlUllb  • 
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SPECIAL  FACILITIES 


AffiCR-AET  COMPIML  AMI  WAP-MAC-  SAST-EW 
■V arious  locations:  Airfield  pavement  feel  dispensing 
facilities,  oonHuunientionsr  navigational  ahls  and  airfield  hght- 

ilitiesv  troop  housing  and  messing 


mg 

facilities,  utilitiesj  medical  feollifioA  storage  facilities,  person- 
o+4  facilities,  administrative  ood  community  faeilitiesy  shop 
facilities,  aieorafi  main  to tanee  facilities,  1 1 ardor  facilities  ood 
food  ae+pusition,  S08,53fe000'. 

Sec.  303.  4he  Seereta-ry  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 


through  the  eenstructiom  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  per- 
manent  or  temporary  p+ddie  works,  including  site  prepara- 
tieoy  appurtenances,  aod  related  utilities  aod  equipment^  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  fe  a  total 
amount  of  SoyOOQfeOOr 

Sec.  303r  -Fuhlic  haw  -534,  Eighty-third  Gongressj  is 
hereby  amcn+lc+1  as  follows^ 

-fa)-  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Forec  Sase7  Fort 
Worth,  4hoc-ust  under  the  heading  “Continental  Edited 
States’ •  and  subheading  Adrategic  Air  Command”  in  sec¬ 
tion  304  strike  “$3,2 18,000—  and  insert  in  hen  thereof 

$SA50,OOOA 

-fhf  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 


(< 
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Range,  Tcxas7  under  the 
States”  and 


<<n 


Continental 


m  sec¬ 


tion  -304-  strike  “f607-5000”  and  insert  in-  lien 
^$844,-000A- 

( c-)-  -W  ltli  respeet  to  -Bismarck  Minot  arem  44orth  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “Continental  Bn  1  tod  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  -Defense  Command”  in  section  304-  strike 
-Bismarck  Minot  area?  Borth  Dakota”  and  “$6,191,000” 
and  insert  in  hen  thereof  “Minot  Sdey  Berth  Dakota”  and 
-$-l-271247000”,  respectively. 

-fd)-  With  respect  to  Fargo  area7  Borth  Dakota, 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
-‘Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  304  strike  “Fargo  area, 
Bortk  Dakota”  and  “$770557000”  and  insert  in  hen  thereof 
^dlrand  Forks  Site,  Bortk  Dakota”-  and  “$-10t903,000”, 
respectively 


-(c)-  With  respect  to 
under  the  heading  —Continental 
ing  -‘Air  Defense  Command”  in 
gow-Mi-les  City  area? 
insert  in  hen  thereof  — 
“$10t660;000^,'  respectively. 

-ff}-  With  respect-  to  4C  D 
Michigan,  under  the 


1 1  /~\c*  Qi  t  a  y  o  y/  i o _  ~l\T  cynF  o  l  l  o 

-  JIL'ib  V  1 1  >  (TTUtty  J-Vl  UlllcUlcl^ 

States”  and  subhead 
^Clas- 


304 


and  “$873-947000”  and 
Srte7  Montana.”  and 

“C on-tin cntal  United  States1- 
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and  subheading  '‘Air  Defense  Command—  in  section  404 
strike  “$8,556-, -000”  and  insert  in  Hen  thereof  OSOyOdOjOOO' ■. 

-(g)-  With  respeet  to  Traverse  City  area,-  Michigan^ 
under  the  heading  -Continental  United  States'-  and  sub¬ 
heading  11Air  Defense  Command-  in  section  404-  strike 
^$876350)00”  end  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267,000A 
-(b)-  With  respeet  to  Dllington  A4r  Ueree  Base,  Houston, 
Texas^-  in  alar  tke  heading  -‘Continental  United  States^  and 
subheading  AAir  Training  Command-  in  section  404-  strike 
“$1,07-3j000-  and  insert  in  ken  thereoi  AfeU8,OOOA 
-fif  With  respeet  to  Wehh  A4r  Ueree  Bascy  Big  Spring, 
■Tex as y  under  the  heading  -Continental  United  States^  and 
subheading  ‘-Air  -Training  Command-1  in  seetion  404  strike 
4$400700£U  and  insert  in  hen  thereof  --‘$445,OOOU 

-fjf  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Ueree  Base?  San  Ber¬ 
nardino?  California?  nnder  the  heading  “Continental 
States11  and  subheading  —Air  ^lateriel  Command1-  in  s 
404  strike  -$4?404t004C  and  ^20-44? 00IU  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  ^$4A35.-00tW  and  -$2,61 5^900—  respectively? 

-(k)-  With  respect  to  Wright  Batter  son  Air  Ueree  Base, 
Dayton?  Ohio?  under  the  heading  -Continental  United  States11 
and  subheading  AAA  Materiel  Command-  in  seetion  404 
strike  “$-5-, 84-7 ^000’  ’  and  insert  in  hen  thereof  A|6d 
-(!)-  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City 
Atlantic  City-,-  Mew  Jersey?  uneler  the  heading  -‘■Continental 
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Boded  States*’-  and  si 


“Air  Defense  Command- 


in  seel  ton  304-  strike  “$72,090^-  and  insert  in  lien  thereof 


-{nr}-  With  respect  to  -Nantucket  Consolan  Statioig 

Belted  States’-  and  subheading  B4ir  Defense  Command”  in 
section  304  strike  i3$407-,009”  and  insert  in  lien  thereof 
^$224700QW 

-{n}-  -With  respect  to  Pcseadero  Gonsokm 
n%  under  the  heading  -1 


Station, 


section  304  strike  “-$-407709011  and  insert  hi  hen 
^$224,990^ 

-fo}-  With  respeet  to  Pohtt  Conception  Ci 
Point  Conception^  California-;  under  the 
Bni ted  States”  and  subheading  AAir 
in  seetion  39-4  strike  B172d4992  and  insert  in  hen  thereof 
^$032,OOOW 

-fpf  4n  elanse  -fO}-  of  seetion  002  thereof  delete  the 
aineonts  “$3 89 , 1 25 ,000’  -  and  ‘ ‘$398 ,904,090^  and  insert 
in  hen  thereof  the  amounts  “8-105,4-7  6,990^  and 
-S44m990009W  respeetWehe 

SfiOr  304v  Classified  locations  4-he  authority  granted  by 
section  30 2y  of  the  Act  of  duly  44-;  49527  may  he  utilized  to 
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tke  extent  el  $8yl  27-, 400  far  Ike  direct  eenstruetion  el  family 

1~*  An  curt  A1 

llUltMllST 

TITLE  IA 

8eer  40L  Tke  Secretary  el  Defense?  aeting-  through  tke 
Secretary  el  a  military  department?  Is  authorized  te  provide 
family  kneeing  fee  Ike  Ghairman  el  tke  Joint  Gkicls  el  retail 
and  certain  commissioned  officers  mtd  enlisted  personnel 
attacked  te  kis  staff  ky  tke  construction  er  rckakilitation  el 
five  nnlts  el  famiA  housing?  and  protected  communication 
facilities,-  in-eluding  site  preparation?  appurtenances,  utili 
ties?  equipment?  administration,-  overhead?  planning,-  and 
sepervisionT 

Sec-  404.  Appropriations  available  te  tke  military  de¬ 
partments  are  kcreby  made  available  for  tke  purposes  of  tkis 
title  m  an  amount  net  te  cxeeed 

TITLE  ¥ 


of  Gentral  Intelligence  is  author 


SeGt  bOL  Tke 

wed  te  provide  for  a  headquarters  Installation  for  tke  Gen 
tral  -Intehigcneo  Agency  ky  tke  Acquisition  of  land  at  a  east 
of  net  te  exceed  $6?000,QQO?  and  construction  of  buildings? 
facilities,  appurtenances?  utilities?  and  aeccss  reads  at  a  east 
ef  net  te  exceed  $b0?( 
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AIALE  AA 


General 

Sec.  604-t  Abe  Secretaries  el  the  Army,  Aavy,  ami  Aw 
E orcc  are  respectively  authorised  te  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  er  dcveie-nmcnt  el  military  and  naval  installa¬ 


tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  title  4j  447  Illy  and  EG  el 
this  Aetj  and  the  Rb-ceter  el  Eentral  -Intelligence  is  anthor- 
Aed  te  proceed  with  the  establishment  el  a  Central  Intclli 


geney  Agency  Headquarters 
title  A  el  this  Aetj  without  regard  te  the 
liens  1-1-36,  36487  and  3A3-E  as  res 


by 
el  see- 
h  el 


the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  te  approval  el  title  te  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  35th  as  amended,  el  the 
Revised  Statutes?  Abe  authority  under  this  Act  el  the 
el  a  military  department  te  provide  family  housing 
authority  te  aequire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con¬ 


cerned  determines,  with  the 
Defense^  te  he  necessary  in 
thority  te  establish  er  develop  such  h 
shall  includej  m  respect  el  these  ins 
te  which  family  housing  er  the 
H.  R.  6829 - 5 


el  the  Secretary  el 

V 

Abe  att¬ 
end  facilities 
and  facilities  as 
el  land  is  specified 
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in  title  Hr*  HU  IUj  and  Uj  of  tits  Omtj  authority  to  make 
surveys  ami  to  acquire  lands  ami  rights  ami  interests  thereto 
or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof  by  donation, - 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands?  or  other¬ 
wise?  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 
thereon  whether  sneh  lands  are  held  m  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Se€t  60th  There  are  hereby  authorised  to  he 
priated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  he  neeessary  to 
plish  the  purposes  of  this  Act?  hut  not  to  exceed — 

-(4-)-  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  4t  Inside 
continental  United  States,  f-2-38T7-I8,000';  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States-,-  $78,334,000;  section  -402-, 
$223,993,000;  section  -40-3,  $107000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$551? 105,000; 

-(-2)-  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  Tie  Inside 

Statesr  $331,60-772607  outside 
United  States,  $-40-7;, -49 1,300 ;  section  202T 
■$-151,312,100;  section  26th  StbOOdhOOO-;  or  a  total  of 
$59671-10T900; 

-f6f  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  HU  Inside 
United  Statesr  $70-9t480,000  ;  outside 
United  Statcsv  $4-50r9-7-3-,000 ;  section  60 A 
y  or  a  total  of  $4-,465-,  153,006?  and 
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-(4-)-  far  public  works  authorized  by  title  bVu 
$300j000t 

-fb)-  lor  public  works  authorized  by  title  Vb 
■$56,000,000. 

Sec.  603.  Arty  el  tbe  approximate  costs  enumerated  ie 

ililAil  F  1  1  --  s  >  1  >  1 1  III  /  j  t  illic  \  <d  H  hllT  111  ll  in  /I  16J/  »rcll  OH  Ill  llin 

T 1  llv'8  T7  II7  c  1 1  1 1 1  1  1  T  01  f  L 1  In  1  ill  1 1  li  1  \  «  111  l  1R  ttiTTv  TvTTTtTTT  \  M  fill 

Secretary  eoaeernedy  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  oewtiaa  la 

and  40  per  eentimi  ia  tire  ease  ol  prophets  outside  tbe  eeo- 

TT1  >-if  nil  t  110  1  11 1  4  tliii  infill  *  u_\u  f  1 1  nyn  1  ( w  Oy  0  /  v 

v  1  ITT  v  11  Mutt  l  IS,  'Jill  Till  u*  'T(tt  \  vt  n  t  *  *  I  <  l  1 1  tTrttJTrTn  f 

under  eaeb  ol  sucli  titles  sbaH  wot  exceed  tbe 


4  11 1  n{  *  1 1 1 

TTtTctT  T7T  ttTT 

tbler 


la  specified:  iw  respect  ol  projects  Iw  sueb 


Sec.  604-r  Apprapriatioas  w-tade  to  carry  out  tbe  par- 

I\1‘  f  1  yi  C1  V  nt  dioll  1  il  V  O  1 1  Cl  1  tl  /  *  1/  n*  CY  ViCM  \  CtOC!  I  npi  i]  oil  f  In 

TTttpto  ‘  f  1  ttTrn  ill  t  i'  1 1  c  l  1 1  IJi  (I  \  (llltllJH  1  *  ‘  I  1  A  I  H  I1M.0  111  v  1U  L  11 1  tv 

dear  ateladlay  sarveywr  adadaistratlaar  owerbeadr 

nno*-  > \  1  >  A  c<  ii  vwoo’TQi  Oil 
111  1  wy  <111  rt  Ml  III  I  \  loJiMl. 

Sec.  605.  A-bencv-er — 


tbe  re(juirements  ol  Public  4aw  Abb  baybty-seeoad 
Pow£cess7  la  tbe  ease  ol  eeatraets  ruade  pursuant  to  tbls 
-■Vet  wltb  respect  to  tbe  establishmewt  or  developraewt  ol 
wwhtarv  lastabatieas  aad  laellbles  la  foeeiyn  countries 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


68 


would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
of  this  Act;  and 

-(h)-  the  Secretary  el  Defense  end  the 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternat-ve  methods  ler  con¬ 
ducting  an  adequate  andit  el  sneh  contracts,  the  Prcsi- 
dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contraets  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Public  Law  Ahq  Eighty  second  Congrcssv 
SeGt  OOtfe  All  contraets  entered  into  hy  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Aet 
shah  he  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable}  if  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  shall  not  fee  impaired  thereby  and  if  sueh 
award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Aet  of  19 17}  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

SfiOr  007r  Section  407  of  the  Public  haw  Tbty  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

40A  hhe  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized,-  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family 
housing,  in  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized 
to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  foreign  countries,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  $400,000,900 
through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As¬ 
sistance  Aet  of  1051  (Public  haw  4S0y  Eighty  third  Con- 
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at  f  h  n 
tJt  till! 


gross)-  or  through  ether  cm 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.- 

-The  Department  el  Defense  nit  all  reimburse  the  Com¬ 
modity  Crcd-it  Corporation  for  snob  family  housing  in  a  dollar 
amemrt  equivalent  to  the  value  to  the  foreign  currencies  used 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  this  section.  Dor  the 
purpose  of  such  reimbursement,  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  utlfee  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works. 

>£TDc  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  Souse  of 
Representatives  quarterly  reports,  the  hrst  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  A-et,  setting  forth  the  eesty  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  m  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  costy 
numhery  and  location  of  the  housing  units  Intended  to  he  con¬ 
structed  or  acpnred  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the 


next  s 


quarter. 


Se€S  608t  All  lousing  units  constructed  under  the 
of  this  Act  shall  he  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
limitations  prescribed  m  the  second,  third,  and 
founth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  42y  1948 
-(32-  Stub  37-5-)-, ■  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  43y  1-948 
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-f-62  St  at.  450)-,  other  thaw  the  first-,-  soeond,-  and  third 
promises  thereof-?  Pmmded,-  4hat  such  limitations  shaft  not 
n-pp-ly  to  the  unit  of  family  housing  authorized  by  title  44- 
of  this  Act  ter  the  use  el  the  f—hairinan  el  the  deist  Gliiefs 
el  Stuff,  nor  shah  the  limitations  en  the  eest  el  family 
housing  that  are  proscribed  by  section  008  el  the  Depart¬ 
ment  el  Defense  Appropriation  Aety  4058  -ftD  Dr  6042)- 
applv  with  respeet  to  sueh  units  el  family  bousing? 

S-Eft?  800r  -fa)-  -When  housing  units  are  eon  street  cd  under 

1 1  >  /  >  it  iifln)ii*if~\r  1 1  \  i  ,\  ef  » >  4  1 1 1  t_i  f  O  1 1  ii  t  l  /  ^  1 i  o  lit  a\'1  Iwun'iiH)' 

t Trt  n 1 1 1 1 t  m riiT  t/T  ti lio  i\rt  rtx  ii i ft let itttTTUiift  rtr  vv  t  irtrn  TTt'tift ill J_r 

*/  o 

units  si  tall  ha  ve  heen  eenatmeted  and  a  mortgage  thereon  in- 
sttred  by  the  Dedoral  44ensing  Gemmissioner  pursuant  to  title 
4-11 1  el  the  Aatienal  44eusing  A  <4,  as  amended,  the  Secre¬ 
taries  el  the  Art  1 iy?  Aurr,  and  Air  4-ore  a,  respectively,  may,- 
upon  application  hy  the  it  it  trt  gager,  aeeept  on  hehall  el  the 
Government  the  mortgagers  title  to  or  leasehold  interest  in 
the  housing  units  and  underlying  lardy  subject  to  the  out- 

after  heeeming  due  under  any  sueh  outstanding  mortgage  and 
the  eest  el  maintenance  and 
with  respect  to  sueh  housing  unitsr  Sueh  housing  units  shall 
thereafter  he  under  the  jurisdiction  el  the 


thereafter  accruing 


dhe  Secretary  el  the  military  department  een- 
oerred  may  utilize  appropriations  otherwise  available  for 
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©4  military-  public  works  for  Ike  liquidation  ©4  any 
ig  mortgage  assumed  ky  tke  Governmentr 
AA  Fke  8eccetaries  ©4  tke  Army-,  Aavy,  ami  Air  Fore© 
are  respectively  antlmcized  t©  acquire  ky  purchase  housing 
units  whicl  i  are  located  near  military  install  a tkae-y  which 
are  adequate  and  sukakle  4©r  housing  military  personnel  and 
tkeir  dependents,  ami  as  t©  which  a  mortgage  is  insured  ky 
tke  federal  Sousing  Gommissioner  oursuant  to  title  Ad  or 


title  4A  ©4  tke  National  Sousing  Aet^  subject  to  tke 
mg  mortgage  tkereouy  and  to  assume  tke  payments  tkerealter 
becoming  due  on  seek  mortgager  dke  Hcecetary  ©4  tke  mili- 
tary  department  eoneemed  may  utilize  appropriations  avail- 
akle  4©r  tke  construction  ©4  military  public  works  4©r  tke 
liquidation  ©4  any  outstanding  mortgage  assumed  ky  tke 
GovernmentT 

8eGt  (VI  0.  As  ©4  July  A  dhkfir  ak  authorisations  4©r 
military  pubhe  works  projects  to  be  aeeompksked  ky  tke 
Secretary  ©4  a  military  department  in  connection  with  tke 
establishment  or  development  ©4  military,  naval,  or  Air  Force 
installations  and  faeilitiesj  and  ail  authorizations  4©r  appro 
priations  thcrefory  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  A  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
ky  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  eneept  -f4-)"  authoriza¬ 
tions  4or  public  works  and  4©r  appropriations  therefor  that 
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are  set  forth  in  seek  Aets  in  Ike  titles  that  contain  the  gen¬ 
eral  provisions,  -(2)-  authorizations  for  military  public  works 
projects  as  te  which  appropriated  funds  shah  ka¥e  been  ohh- 
gated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  4?  1056,  and  author¬ 
izations  for  appropriations  therefor?  and  -(h)-  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the  appro  ■ 
priation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
facilities  Act  of  4050  -{64  Statr  829)  t 

SeGt  61-1.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  4b5?  Eighty  - 
second  Congress?  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Seo.  564t  Ekere  are  hereby  authorized  to  he  appro¬ 
priated?  without  fiscal  year  limitation?  funds  for  advance 
planning?  construction  design,  and  architectural  services  m 
connection  with  public  works  projects  which  are  not  other- 
wise  authorized  by  lawA 

TITLE  I 


Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop'  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction ,  conversion ,  rehabilitation,  or  instal¬ 
lation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of 
the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  ap¬ 
purtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment; 
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Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,- 

000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family 
housing,  $ 1,428,000 . 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $ 509,000 . 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,000 . 

Bed  Bluer  Arsenal,  Texas:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama:  Research  and  development 
facilities  and,  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 
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Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $ 347,000 . 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1 ,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  sup¬ 
porting  facility,  and  research  and,  development  facilities, 
$1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $632,000. 

( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
$84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $ 174,000 . 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
medical  facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Family  housing, 


$99,000. 
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1  New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  F am- 

2  ily  housing,  $568,000. 

3  Sharpe  General  Depot ,  California :  Utilities  and  family 

4  housing,  $ 337,000 . 

5  (Chemical  Corps) 

6  Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  stor- 

7  aye  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 

8  utilities,  $1,248,000. 

9  Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities, 

10  $92,000. 

11  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

12  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing ,  hos- 

13  pital  and  medical  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 

14  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1 .129,000. 

15  Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Mid, west  Chemical 

16  Depot),  Arkansas:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

17  Pocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and 

18  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 

19  (Signal  Corps) 

20  Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  main- 

21  tenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

22  Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  commu- 

23  nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 

24  facilities,  utilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  housing, 

25  $5,913,000. 
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Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  and  family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities, 
$615,000. 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing, 
maintenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tohyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California:  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facility,  $695,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  research  and-  development  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and 


utilities,  $1,146,000. 
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(  T reimportation  G orps ) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  Neio  York:  Utilities, 

$1,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina: 
Storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility, 
$117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  $3,209,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Ar?ny  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Colum- 
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bia :  Hospital  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facil¬ 
ities,  $3,557,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  D evens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 

Fort  D  ix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G .  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities, 
training  and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili- 
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ties,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

F ort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  airfield  pavements,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,659,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  and,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities, 
$261,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama:  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,611,000 . 

Camp  Bncker,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  and  opera¬ 
tional  and:  maintenance  facilities,  $2,070 ,000 . 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

(Fourth  Arm]!  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $4,645,000 . 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
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training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$ 12,922,000 . 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $ 805,000 . 

Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities ,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,053,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,- 

000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Storage  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,528,000. 
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(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford ,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities , 
$ 167,000 . 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,275,000. 

Presidio  of  Monterey,  California :  Troop  housing  and 
training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California :  Liquid  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $184,000. 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing ,  $709 ,000 . 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $756,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 


H.  R.  6829 - 6 
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Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $ 3,014,000 . 

(Tactical  Installations) 

Various  locations:  F amily  housing,  $ 8,135,000 . 

(Rehabilitation) 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitations  of  facilities  for  family 
housing,  $2,661,000 . 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $3,638,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and  storage 
facility,  $1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Richardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and, 
utilities,  $9,079,000. 

Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood,  Station  (Kenai):  Troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family 


housing,  $1,656,000. 
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(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical 
facilities,  operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $42,983,000  of  which  sum  the  total  amount 
available  for  resettlement  may  he  paid  in  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O' Donned,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities,  $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Community  facilities, 
$ 1,285,000 . 

Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii: 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified,  installations:  Family  housing,  $ 5,799,000 . 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  toted  amount  of  $223,993,000. 
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Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
through  the  construction ,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment ,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  toted 
amount  of  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “ Con¬ 
tinental  United  States'  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facil¬ 
ities"  (Second  Army  Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky :  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  research  and  development  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  iLtilities,  $11,411,000. 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 
$ 9,411,000 r 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “ Con¬ 
tinental  United  States'  and  subheading  “Technical  Service 
Facilities"  (Army  Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as 
f oil oivs : 

“Walter  Peed  Army  Medical  Center,  W ashington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $731,000." 
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and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Walter  Heed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and,  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities, 
$2, 731, 000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
hereby  amended,  by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  head 
ing  “Continental  United  States'  and  subheading  “(Signal 
Corps)”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:'' 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity 
of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland :” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect 
of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and 
replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000 . 
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Naval  shipyard ,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Drydoek  facilities,  including  plans  and  specifications,  $2,- 
200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Car  derock,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Site 
preparation,  waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities  and,  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  of 
wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London, 
Connecticut:  Family  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City, 
Florida:  Administrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
training  facilities,  helicopter  facilities,  ammunition  storage 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  research  and,  development 
facilities,  and  land,  acquisition,  $3,370,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Utilities, 
and  drydoek  facilities,  $946,000. 
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Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities, 
$629,000. 

N aval  shipyard,  San  Francisco.  Calif orina:  Waterfront 
facilities,  steam  test  facilities,  and,  land  acquisition,  $4,369,- 
000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  Utilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,583,000. 

Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
pavements,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities, 
$399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,,  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $ 3,147,000 . 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $ 3,024,000 . 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Person¬ 


nel  facilities,  $92,000. 
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AVIATION  FACILITIES 
( Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487 ,- 
000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and, 
family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational 
aids,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and 
equipment  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $ 1,886,000 . 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities, 
$81,000. 

Navcd  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
storage  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land,  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities, 
$759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pave- 
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merits,  navigational  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land-  acquisition ,  and 
plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft  overhaul  and  repair 
facilities,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilites,  fuel 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities, 
security  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  training  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $24,361,000. 

(Fleet  Support  A  ir  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging, 
and  land  acquisition,  $ 3,729,000 . 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage 


facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California 
Family  housing,  $ 214,600 . 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$ 3,200,000 . 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
covered  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7 ,400 ,000 . 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land,  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  personnel,  facili¬ 
ties .  $1,041,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments ,  communication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and, 
land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  May  port,  Florida:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and  security  facili¬ 
ties,  $738,000. 
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Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Storage  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,370 ,000 . 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipe¬ 
line  facilities,  airfield,  pavements,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilites,  $4,660,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281- 
000. 

Naval  air  stations,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family 
housing,  $ 188,900 . 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold 
storage  facilities,  and  maintennce  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidhey  Island,  Washington:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $ 1,958,000 . 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,087 ,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Car¬ 
olina:  Airfield  pavements,  communications  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land,  acquisition,  $ 4,040,000 . 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 1,762,000 . 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California :  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $ 2,492,000 . 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North 
Carolina:  Family  housing,  $1 ,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
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Maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $ 2,615,000 . 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  $16 ,311,000 . 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts: 


Testing  facilities,  $ 270,000 . 
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Suitland,  Maryland:  Photographic  interpretation  center, 
$ 2,345,000 . 

Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  re¬ 
moval,  for  flight  clearance,  $28 ,000 ,000 . 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage 
facilities,  and  warehouse  freight  elevators,  $399,000. 

Navcd  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and 
easement,  $62,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3 ,157 ,000 . 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  cold-storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Personnel  facilities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,059,000. 
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Marine  Corps  recruit  depot ,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  fuel-storage  facilities,  security  facilities, 
utilities,  family  housing,  and  plans  and  specifications  for 
waterfront  facilities,  $ 6,746,000 . 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and 
ammunition-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training 
and  personel  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$8,425,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twentynine  Palms,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Family  housing,  $ 47,300 . 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Eesearch  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  proving  ground,  Dahlgren,  Virginia:  Land,  ac¬ 


quisition,  $200,000. 
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Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $ 1,111,000 . 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrig¬ 
erated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  F  allbrook,  California:  Ord¬ 
nance  and  ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barri¬ 
caded  sidings,  and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  research  and,  development  facilities,  and,  utili¬ 
ties,  $1,230,000. 

Naval,  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Key  port,  Washington:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance 
drawings  storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia:  Ordnance  man¬ 
ufacturing  facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,929,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia: 
U tilities,  $420,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Bar¬ 
ricaded  transfer  depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $1,976,000. 

Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition 
storage  and  testing  facilities,  $113,000. 

SEE  VICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities, 
$182,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities, 
$307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California:  Personnel 
facilities,  $1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia: 
Training  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,338,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $780,000. 


H.  R,  6829 - 7 
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Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $ 119,000 . 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Security  facilities,  $ 42,000 . 

Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  $ 2,753,000 . 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland: 
Plans  and  specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical 
Library,  $ 350,000 . 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 
$192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and 
conversion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Detaining  ivall, 
$ 46,000 . 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medi¬ 
cal  research  facilities,  $ 755,000 . 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities, 


$60,000. 
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COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  $436,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington ,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $168,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex, 
Randle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $52,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Rhode 
Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water 
pollution,  including  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities. 


$57,000. 
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FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$ 2,485,000 . 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative 
facilities,  $1,835,000. 

Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $ 56,000 . 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  housing, 
$6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6 ,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork, 
personnel  facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance  facil¬ 
ities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and,  utilities,  $8,260,000. 
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Naval  air  station ,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipe¬ 
line  facilities,  community  facilities ,  utilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $ 2,977,300 . 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 
$975,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Airfield  pavement,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,227 ,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing, 
$2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communi¬ 
cation  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Havmii: 
Communication  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,- 

518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco: 
Cold-storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  opera¬ 
tional  facilities  and,  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000 . 

Naval  station,  Bangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $522,900. 
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SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guam,  Marianna  Islands:  Water¬ 
front  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $5,427 ,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Cold- 
storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and,  land  acquisition, 
$270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Testing  facilities,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades, 
$1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $66,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facili ties,  $260,000. 

COMMUNICA  TION  FACILI  TIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adah,  Alaska:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities ,  and  family  housing,  $2,564,700. 
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Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site 
preparation,  communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
family  housing,  $ 8,061,500 . 

Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and 
acquisition  of  family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities 
by  the  acquisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion , 
rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  ivorks,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $ 151,342,400 . 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment, 
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to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $60,000,000. 

TITLE  Ill 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  hereby 
authorized  to  establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment 
and  facilities:  \.L 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth ,  Minnesota:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Utili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 
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1  Ethan  Alien  Air  Force  Base ,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel 

2  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

3  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave- 

4  merits,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 

5  $ 1,716,000 . 

6  Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis- 

7  pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili- 

8  ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 

9  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 

10  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com- 

11  munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 

12  $4,706,000. 

13  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements, 

14  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids 

15  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 

16  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili- 
1”  ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per- 

18  sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 

19  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

-0  Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
-I  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  light- 
22  ing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili- 
“3  ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 

24  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

25  Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
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fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $16 ,608,000 . 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania: 
Training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $404,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield,  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation  of  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Airfield  pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities , 
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land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 2,042,000 . 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$ 2,959,000 . 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paid  International  Airport,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $ 1,423,000 . 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington, 
Delaware:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield,  light  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
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York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities ,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and,  personnel  facilities,  $ 1,748,000 . 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 6,076,000 . 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington  :  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $554,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and, 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000 . 

Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
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Airfield  pavements ,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  messing 
facilities  $343,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $112,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
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facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$ 2,511,000 . 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $ 742,000 . 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona  :  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,107 ,000. 

Various  locations:  Utilities,  land  acquisitions,  storage 
facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $14,196,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  F orce  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements, 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield 
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pavements,  aii'field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 1,945,000 . 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $ 9,522,000 . 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $ 3,205,000 . 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,264,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

Sear  sport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Sear  sport,  Maine: 
Fuel  storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities, 


$305,000. 
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W riglit-Patter son  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Air¬ 
field  'pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $12,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and,  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  research, 
development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$7,966,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training 
facilities,  $98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  hous- 

* 

ing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical 
facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wy¬ 
oming:  Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,403,000. 
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Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  'pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land 
acquisitions,  $ 4,081,000 . 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $ 349,000 . 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport, 
Mississippi:  Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids  and  troop  housing, 
$446,000. 

James  Connolly  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and,  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and,  land 
acquisition,  $1,557,000. 

H.R:  6829 - 8 
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Mather  Air  Force  Base ,  Sacramento ,  California:  Com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$4,322,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $549,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  $1 ,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas :  Mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  main- 
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tenance  facilities ,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$1,045,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,661,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop 
housing,  $590,000. 
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Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  personnel  facilities,  $ 758,000 . 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

W otters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$331,000. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Personnel 
facilities,  $520,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  and  community  facilities,  $1,300,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,073,000.  1 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,564,000. 
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Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base ,  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $801,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Location  to  be  determined:  Headquarters  building, 

$6,000,000. 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,000. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search,  development,  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut : 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  Neiv  Mexico: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (fcirtland  Auxiliary 
Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $555,500. 
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Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  research,  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  W  ashing  ton  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount 
Washington,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  research  and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research  and  development  facilities, 

$20,000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Airfield  pave- 
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merits,  fuel  dispensing  facilities ,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $3,758,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $ 7 ,379,000 . 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $5,063,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  'utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield,  lighting  facilities  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,929,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield 
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pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $5, 350, 000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  hind  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $ 10,208,500 . 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Air 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 6,629,000 . 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $ 11,155,000 . 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
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Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  and  airfield  lighting,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $ 12,380,000 . 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,187 ,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5 ,435 ,000 . 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
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training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 4,428,000 . 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,115,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  land,  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and,  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Bock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Bock,  Arkansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  navigational 
aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and,  family 
housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield, 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi- 
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tion,  medical  facilities ,  storage  facilities,  'personnel  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $ 8,571,000 . 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $ 3,542,000 . 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $ 5,251,000 . 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land,  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
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land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and, 
community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  air  craft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and 
community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $21,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Airfield,  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land,  acqui¬ 
sition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield, 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $ 8,996,000 . 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairchild,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  air- 
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craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities ,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $9,769,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 3,744,000 . 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$6,657,000. 

W estover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,951,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities 
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aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  'personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities ,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,403,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $4,624,000 . 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield 
pavements,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield 
pavements,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Air- 
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field  pavements,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $ 3,574,000 . 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $ 6,303,000 . 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications  and,  navigational  aids,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 
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Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$7,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

» 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$387,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communi¬ 
cations  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  St  a  tes 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 
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1  Galena  Airfield :  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage 

2  facilities,  $518,000. 

3  Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

4  Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities,  land  acquisi- 

5  tion,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,510,000. 

6  Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
1  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

8  $1,863,000. 

9  CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

10  Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication 

11  facilities,  $163,000. 

12  far  east  air  forces 

13  Various  locations:  Airfield,  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
11  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
15  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
10  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 

17  $42,017,000. 

18  MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield 

20  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 

21  storage  facilities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

22  Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base:  Johnston  Island: 
28  Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

H.  R.  6829 - 9 
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Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa- 
cilities,  and  airfield  lighting  fadlities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
dlities,  and  navigational  aids,  $2,991,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
fadlities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  fadlities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,393,000. 

NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 
Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
fadlities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  fadlities,  and  harbor  facilities,  $9,739,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 
Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
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facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $ 234,996,000 . 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  $ 526,000 . 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 

$ 293,000 . 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $ 98,552,000 . 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
through  the  construction,  rehabilitation ,  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  to 
restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total 
amount  of  $5,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized 
to  provide  an  off-base  roadway  approximately  two  miles  in 
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1  length  in  the  vicinity  of  the  south  boundary  of  Keesler  Air 

2  Force  Base ,  Biloxi ,  Mississippi,  by  the  acquisition  of  land 

3  and  the  construction  of  permanent  and  related  facilities  and 

4  appurtenances  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $ 350,000 . 

5  Sec.  304.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 

6  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1  (a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 

8  Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “  Continental  United 

9  States'  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command''  in  sec- 
10  tion  301  strike  “$2,248,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
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“$2,750,000". 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force 
Range,  Texas,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United 
States"  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Command"  in  sec¬ 
tion  301  strike  “$607 ,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000". 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States"  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command"  in  section  301  strike 
“Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota"  and  “$ 6,494,000 " 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota ”  and 
“$12,124,000” ,  respectively. 


24 


25 


(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “ Continental  United  States "  and  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command"  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area, 
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North  Dakota "  and  “$7 ,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“Gra7id  Forks  site,  North  Dakota"  and  “$10,903,000” , 
respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States"  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glas¬ 
gow-Miles  City  area,  Montana"  and  “$8,391,000"  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana"  and  “$10,660,000" , 
respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  T.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States" 
and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command"  in  section  301 
strike  “$8,556,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000" . 

(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command"  in  section  301  strike 
“$ 8,635,000 ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$10,267 ,000" . 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States"  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command"  in  section  301  strike 
“$ 1,073,000 ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$2,478,000" . 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Training  Command"  in  section  301  strike 
“$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$135,000" . 

H.  E,  6829 - 10 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


134 


(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  California,  under  the  heading  “  Continental  United 
States’  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section 
301  strike  “$ 4,303,000 ”  and  “$ 2,183,000 ”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$ 4,735,000 ”  and  “$2,615,000” ,  respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  W  right-Patter  son  Air  Force  Base, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in 
section  301  strike  “$ 5,847,000 ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station, 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301,  strike  “$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station, 
Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States ”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command ”  in 
section  301,  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescardero  Consolan  Station , 
Pescadero,  California,  under  the  heading  “ Continental 
United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in 
section  301,  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$224,000”. 
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(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consol  an  Station, 
Point  Conception ,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States'’  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command " 
in  section  301 ,  strike  “$72,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$232,000". 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the 
amounts  “$389,125,000"  and  “$398,954,000"  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  amounts  “$ 405,176,000 "  and 
“$415,005,000" ,  respectively. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  provide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency,  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  elsewhere,  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost  of  not 
to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings,  facil¬ 
ities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost  of 
not  to  exceed  $53,500,000,  of  which  not  more  than 
$8,500,000  shall  be  available  for  transfer  to  the  National 
Capital  Planning  Commission  and  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  for  acquisition  of  land  for  and  construction  to 
extend  the  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway  to  the 
present  site  of  the  research  station  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  at  Langley,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia:  Provided,  That 
at  such  time  as  it  is  determined  that  construction  of  such 
headquarters  installation  at  said  research  station  will  not 
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be  commenced  or  continued,  said  amount  of  $8,500,000, 
or  the  remainder  thereof,  shall  no  longer  be  available  for 
obligation:  Provided  further,  That  at  such  time  as  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the  headquarters  installation 
authorized  by  this  title,  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  accomplish  the  demolition  and 
removed  of  temporary  Government  building  space  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  of  equivalent  occupancy  to  that  relinquished 
by  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

TITLE  V 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  501.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  are  respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  or  development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of 
this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Centred  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized,  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by 
title  IV  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
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includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  he  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities 
shall  include,  in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities  as 
to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition  of  land  is  specified 
in  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make 
surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements 
thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  such  sums  of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $219 ,927 ,000 ;  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $73,107 ,000 ;  section  102, 
$ 223,993,000 ;  section  103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of 
$527,027,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II;  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $307 ,086,600 ;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $107 ,191,300 ;  section  202, 
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$151,342,400 ;  section  203,  $6,000,000 ;  or  a  total  of 
$571,620,000; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  Ill:  Inside 
continental  United  States,  $741,257 ,000 ;  outside 
continental  United  States,  $458,563,000 ;  section  302, 
$5,000,000 ;  section  303,  $350,000;  or  a  total  of 
$ 1,205,170,000 ;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV: 
$53,500,000. 

Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in 
titles  I,  11,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  concerned,  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum  in 
the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental  United  States, 
and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the 
total  of  all  amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such 
title. 

Sec.  504.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to 
construction,  including  surveys,  administration,  overhead, 
planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  505.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
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the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this 
Act  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 
\  woidd  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  con¬ 
ducting  an  adequate  audit  of  such  contracts,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
Sec.  506.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 
shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the 
national  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby  and  if  such 
award  is  consistent  with  the  provision  of  the  Armed  Services 
Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  507.  Section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  407.  In  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of 
Defense,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to 
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construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise,  family  housing 
for  occupancy  as  public  quarters  in  foreign  countries  through 
housing  projects  which  utilize  foreign  currencies  to  a  value 
not  in  excess  of  $100,000,000  acquired  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assist¬ 
ance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Congress) 
or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  person¬ 
nel  for  the  fiscal  year  1956  and  each  succeeding  fiscal  year, 
amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allowances  otherwise  payable 
to  personnel  occupying  any  housing  constructed  or  acquired 
under  authority  of  this  section  after  deducting  amounts 
chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  such  hous¬ 
ing:  Provided,  That  such  payments  shall  not  exceed  the 
dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign  currencies  used 
for  all  such  construction  or  acquisition. 

"The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Commit¬ 
tees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Bep- 
resentatives  quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  au- 
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thority  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month 
period  preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth 
the  cost,  number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended 
to  he  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  succeeding  quarter." 

Sec.  508.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the 
authority  of  this  Act  shall  he  subject  to  the  net  floor  area 
permanent  limitations  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948 
(62  Stat.  375),  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948 
(62  Stat.  459),  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third 
provisos  thereof. 

Sec.  509.  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  I,  II, 
and  111  of  this  Act  shall  he  deemed  to  authorize  any  building 
construction  project  within  the  continental  United  States  at 
«  unit  cost  in  excess  of — 

(a)  $20  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  ware¬ 
housing: 

(h)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing; 

( c)  $1,700  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $1,400  per  man  for  ten-year-life  barracks;  or 

(e)  $5,000  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of 
special  circumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  unit  costs  contained  in  this  section  is  impracticable. 
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Sec.  510.  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for 
military  'public  works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
Secretary  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military,  naval,  or  Air 
Force  installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for 
appropriations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved 
prior  to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise 
modified  by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  (1) 
authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations  there¬ 
for  that  are  set  forth  in  such  Acts  in  the  titles  that  contain 
the  general  provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military  public 
works  projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have 
been  obligated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and, 
authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3)  the 
authorizations  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National 
Defense  Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829). 

Sec.  511.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty- 
second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

uSec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance 
planning,  construction  design,  and,  architectural  services  in 
connection  with  public  works  projects  which  are  not  otherwise 
authorized  by  law.” 

Sec.  512.  The  first  sentence  of  section  501  (b)  of  the 
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Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  authorize  certain  construction  at 
military  and  naval  installations,  and  for  other  purposes', 
approved  September  28,  1951  (65  Stat.  36),  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “used  by  such  oivners  and  tenants  for  resi¬ 
dential  or  agricultural  pur poses,  ” . 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  401  (b)  of  the  Act 
entitled  “An  Act  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  mili¬ 
tary  and  naval  installations,  and  for  other  purposes ”,  ap¬ 
proved  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat.  606),  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  “ used  by  such  oivners  and  tenants  for  residential  or 
agricultural  purposes  J . 

Sec.  513.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned,  or  his  designee,  shall  come  into  agreement  with  the 
Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to  the  cost  of  construc¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto,  of 
the  following: 

(a)  All  public  works  authorized  to  be  established  or 
developed  under  the  authority  of  section  102,  except  public 
works,  including  buildings  and  facilities,  authorized  for  anti¬ 
aircraft  installations; 

(b)  All  public  works  authorized  to  be  established  or 
developed  under  the  authority  of  section  202;  and 

(c)  Those  public  works  authorized  to  be  established  or 
developed  under  the  authority  of  section  301  which  appear 
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under  the  headings  “ Far  East  Air  Forces'  and  “ United 
States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 

Sec.  514.  None  of  the  authorization  contained  in  section 
101  of  this  Act  for  the  construction  of  three-hunclred-and- 
twenty-six-man  barracks  with  mess  shall  be  used  to  provide, 


with  respect  to  any  such  barracks,  for  mess  facilities  other 

than  a  single,  consolidated  mess. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  27,  1955. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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ratic  system  on  someone  who  doesn't  like 
st;  system.  And  it  includes  definitely  al¬ 
lowing  the  others  to  live. 

e  way  of  life  that  you  say  they  can 
pursue\ln  exchange  for  our  pursuing  our 
way  of  life  includes  the  definite  conscious 
day  in  and  day  out  determination  to  de¬ 
stroy  your  Vay  of  life.  So  if  you  accept  the 
Soviet  policyhjf  peaceful  coexistence,  you  are 
just  accepting  something  that  is  going  to 
bring  you  no  existence  for  our  side  in  the 
future. 

For  them,  it  m&ans  time,  and  they  need 
plenty  of  time.  They  have  no  timetable. 
They  can  change  direction,  back  up,  come 
forward,  go  sideways,  a\}d  it  means  nothing. 
Their  timetable  is  infinity.  It  means  time 
for  their  war  machine,  time  for  them  to  fur¬ 
ther  defend  their  fifth  cblumn,  time  for 
them  to  manufacture  some,  more  propa¬ 
ganda.  Their  propaganda  iri\  Europe  is  a 
neutral  Germany,  let  all  of  thejoreign  sol¬ 
diers  go  home.  That  is  fair  enough.  Who 
can  be  hurt  by  that?  \ 

It  is  reasonable.  The  American  troops  go 
home  and  the  Russians  go  home.  Y&u  cre¬ 
ate  a  vacuum.  So  what?  \ 

We  go  home  4,000  miles  and  the  Russians 
go  40  miles  away  from  Berlin.  Then  wl\o 
fills  the  vacuum?  Who  fills  the  vacuum  ir 
these  undefended  so-called  neutral  coun¬ 
tries?  It  is  not  the  people  who  had  no 
aggression  in  their  designs,  but  who  fills 
it?  It  is  the  aggressor,  and  who  is  the 
aggressor? 

Well,  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  we  take  a 
good  look  at  the  record  we  will  know  who  the 
aggressor  is. 

Then  we  have  the  propaganda  that  the 
labor  leaders  of  America  who  refuse  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  idea  that  the  cold  war  is  over  and 
there  is  no  Iron  Curtain  are  doing  injury 
to  their  workers.  They  are  doing  injury 
to  the  working  forces  of  America  because  we 
are  going  to  alienate  the  liberal  vote  in 
Congress;  the  liberal  vote  in  Congress  knows 
that  the  cold  war  is  over  and  now  is  the 
time  to  let  down  your  guard  and  go  and 
embrace  with  the  Soviets. 

Well,  for  my  part,  if  that  is  the  only  way 
we  can  get  liberal  legislators  to  vote  for 
us,  in  the  things  we  believe  in,  then  I  am 
afraid  that  we  will  do  without  them.  Be¬ 
cause  we  are  not  to  that  point  of  soft¬ 
headedness  yet  where  we  are  going  to  trade 
this  way  of  life  for  the  so-called  Soviet 
paradise. 

So  if  there  is  any  message  that  I  have, 
and  I  think  I  have  one,  it  is  that  the  way 
to  deal  with  these  people  is  on  the  /basis 
of  good,  hard  Yankee  commonsense,  gird  on 
the  basis  of  logic.  You  can’t  buy  peace  by 
appeasement.  We  know  that.  Apyone  who 
doesn’t  know  it  doesn’t  know  anything  about 
world  history  in  the  last  30  yeap§.  You  can 
buy  the  peace  that  Poland  h&s,  the  peace 
of  the  salt  mines,  the  peace  of  Czecho¬ 
slovakia,  but  you  can’t  buy  the  kind  of 
peace  that  we  want  by  /appeasement. 

The  Molotov  speech  the  other  day  at  the 
U.  N.  was  a  pretty  good  tipoff  of  what  they 
have  in  mind.  Here/is  a  representative  of 
a  nation  that  has  /in  operation  for  many 
years  an  active  fifth  column  designed  to  sub¬ 
vert  all  democratic  countries,  and  we  know 
that  and  everyone  in  our  Government  knows, 
and  everyone  in  this  room  must  know  that 
the  fifth  column  is  still  in  operation  and 
still  trying/60  subvert  the  democratic  coun¬ 
tries,  and/we  hear  this  representative  of  that 
nation  claim  to  be  the  champion  of  inter¬ 
national  collaboration  and  noninterference 
with  /the  internal  affairs  of  other  States. 
This'  same  representative  of  a  nation  that 
has  suppressed  every  human  right  at  home, 
that  has  enslaved  the  people  of  territory  with 
a  population  of  600  million,  in  his  speech 
now  talks  and  gives  lipservice  to  equality  and 
the  self-determination  of  nations. 

Well,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  the  Soviets 
saw  a  need  for  a  change  in  tactics,  if  not  a 


change  in  policy.  It  is  quite  obvious  what 
they  want.  They  want  a  little  more  time  to 
apply  the  Marxist  socialist  philosophy  which 
is  supposed  to  free  all  mankind. 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  it  is  38  years 
since  they  put  this  philosophy  in  action  in 
Russia,  this  economic  philosophy  which  was 
going  to  raise  the  worker?  It  was  going  to 
raise  his  standard  of  life. 

Now,  38  years  later  and  God  knows  how 
many  5-year  plans  later,  the  standard  of 
life  is  about  wnere  it  was  in  1910.  The  only 
substitution  tnat  has  taken  place  in  Rus¬ 
sia  is  instead  of  the  grand  dukes  and  the 
czars  living  in  the  palace  in  this  most  vicious 
society  ever  invented,  we  have  the  com¬ 
missars,  and  the  Politburo,  and  the  Molo¬ 
tovs  and  the  Bulganins  living  in  the  palaces. 
So  they  need  some  more  time.  They  have 
a  5-year  plan  now  for  the  satellites. 

What  do  they  want?  They  want  to  prevent 
the  integration  of  Germany,  the  final  inte¬ 
gration  of  Germany  with  the  West.  They 
want  to  slight  America  and  Britain  if  they 
possibly  can  on  some  policy.  They  want 
something  new  in  addition  in  Germapy. 
They  are  willing  to  give  Piek  up  for  Aden¬ 
auer,  and  they  will  get  rid  of  the  two  of 
them,  that  is  fair  enough.  Let  us  get  rid  of 
the  leader  of  East  Germany  and  the  leaders 
of  West  Germany,  and  let  us  start  new. 

\  Piek  for  Adenauer?  Well,  Piek  like  all  of 
t\e  Commies  is  expendable  at  afiy  time  they 
want  to  expend  him. 

Sd\my  conclusions  would  be,  yes,  negoti¬ 
ate.  blegotiafe  with  the  devil,  if  We  can 
avoid  the  horror  of  war./  Any  man  in  his 
right  mind,  knowing  the  potential  destruc¬ 
tion  in  tnq  weapon  that  man  can  make  to¬ 
day,  shoulch  pray  for/  peace  every  night  of 
his  life.  Negotiate  with  the  devil,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  at  the  sufpmit  or  any  other  place. 

Don’t  bind  the  negotiators  in  advance. 
That  won’t  do  ahy  good.  Don’t  bind  them 
either  way.  Don’tyell  them  that  they  can’t 
talk  about  Ijie  satellites.  And  don’t  make 
any  agreement  that  in  going  to  justify  and 
legalize  tjie  international  thievery  of  these 
men  ov&t  the  past  10  years.  To  do  that 
would  be  to  abandon  all  of,  the  moral  values 
upon/which  our  Nation  has  been  made. 

Keep  America  economically  .and  militarily 
strong.  Do  what  we  can  to  help  our  allies 
remain  strong.  Let  us  not  make  an  agree- 
,-inent  of  convenience  if  in  making  ft  we  have 
'  to  accept  the  Communist  definition' qf  moral 
values.  \ 

That  definition  has  made  a  science  of 
hypocrisy,  and  a  virtue  of  dishonesty.'.  No 
European  pact  would  be  worth  the  papeK  it 
is  written  on  if  we  are  going  to  justify  thq 
crimes  against  humanity  committed  by  these/ 
people  against  the  millions  that  they  have 
enslaved. 

Above  all,  let  us  not  be  fooled.  Just  be¬ 
cause  there  may  be  a  decline  in  Moscow’s 
capacity  to  do  evil  does  not  indicate  a  readi¬ 
ness  to  do  good.  Just  because  they  might  be 
less  brutal  at  the  moment  than  they  usually 
want  to  be,  it  should  not  be  taken  as  sign 
of  peace.  Let  us  not  be  fooled  because  of 
the  Austrian  Treaty. 

The  Austrian  people,  as  I  said  before,  were 
very  happy  to  get  it,  despite  the  fact  that  it 
imposes  a  payment  of  1  million  tons  of  oil  a 
year  for  the  next  10  years,  and  other  oppres¬ 
sive  clauses. 

Tired  of  the  cold  war?  So  am  I.  Weary  of 
years  of  tension?  So  am  I.  I  would  like  to 
get  it  over  with.  And  if  I  believed  that  the 
Soviets  had  changed  their  policy,  I  would  be 
tickled  to  death  to  see  the  end  in  sight.  But 
weary  as  we  may  be  of  years  of  tension,  we 
cannot  afford  the  luxury  of  relaxation  in 
accepting  this  so-called  change  in  tactics, 
change  in  propaganda,  as  a  change  in  pur¬ 
pose  of  these  people. 

Just  because  Molotov  puts  on  a  10-gallon 
hat  and  visits  some  museum  and  has  lunch 
with  Barney  Baruch  does  not  mean  that 
Russia  is  suddenly  converted  to  the  ways  of 


peace.  In  fact,  it  may  mean,  the!  way  things 
change  over  there  at  times,  that  he  would 
be  brought  on  trial  for  displaying  bourgeois 
tendencies.  Just  because  Khrushchev  gets 
tight  and  slaps  somebody,  on  the  back  does 
not  mean  that  he  has  suddenly  become  a 
Democrat,  with  a  small"  “d”  or  a  large  “D.” 

If  we  learned  one  lesson  from  this  last  10 
years,  it  is  the  lesson  that  we  must  be  strong, 
that  the  only  way  you  can  prevent  aggression 
is  to  be  strong  enough  to  deter  and  defeat 
aggression.  That  is  the  policy  we  should 
follow  if  we  y/ant  to  preserve  this  way  of 
life  to  which  We  are  all  committed. 

Thank  yqu. 


AUTHORIZATION  FOR  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  AT  CERTAIN  MILITARY, 

NAVAL,  AND  AIR  FORCE  INSTALLA¬ 
TIONS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  invite  the  attention  of  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend,  the  minority  leader, 
to  the  request  which  I  am  about  to  make, 
because  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  it  with  him. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  House 
bill  6829,  the  Public  Works  bill  unani¬ 
mously  reported  today  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services,  and  which  is 
scheduled  for  consideration  beginning 
at  10  o’clock  tomorrow  morning,  be  made 
the  unfinished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tire  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction 
at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  instal¬ 
lations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  with  an  amendment. 


THE  PRESIDENT  AND  CONGRESS 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  President,  in 
this  morning’s  newspaper  I  read  an  ex¬ 
traordinary  article  written  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  commentator  and  columnist, 
Walter  Lippmann,  and  another  article 
written  by  Mr.  Arthur  Krock,  of  the 
New  York  Times,  in  praise  of  the  match¬ 
less  leadership  of  our  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr  .Johnson]  and  concerning  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower’s  experience  with  a 
Democratic  Congress,  as  contrasted  with 
his  experience  previously  with  a  Republi¬ 
can  Congress. 

In  effect,  Mr.  Lippmann  stated  that 
up  until  very  recently  Mr.  Eisenhower 
has  “acted  like\a  man,  who  knowing  his 
duty,  is  determined  to  grin  and  bear  it 
but  in  the  past  weejc  he  has  been  talking 
and  acting  with  a  kind  of  ease  and  good 
humor  which  no  one.  can  put  on  if  he 
does  not  feel  them.”\  Mr.  Lippmann 
suggests  that  President  fSisenhower  has 
reached  his  decision  about  running  in 
1956  and  the  implication  is-that  he  will 
run.  He  further  suggests  that  with  so 
many  people  begging  Mr.  Eisenhower  to 
become  a  candidate  in  1956 — I.  take  it 
Mr.  Lippmann  is  talking  about  Republi¬ 
cans,  as  I  know  no  Democrat  who  is 
overly  enthusiastic  about  his  candidacy — 
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Mr.  Eisenhower  has  all  but  a  fringe  of 
the  Republicans  under  his  thumb  and 
“the  Debocrats  off-balance  concerning 
the  1956  presidential  campaign.” 

As  one  Democrat,  I  should  like  to  make 
it  clear  that  \  do  not  think  we  are  off- 
balance. 

We  do  not  have  a  predetermined  can¬ 
didate;  our  party.  has  many  men  who 
are  better  qualified  for  this  office — and 

1  believe  we  are  entitled  to  our  opinion 
in  that  regard — than  the  present  dis¬ 
tinguished  occupant  of  that  office ;  and 
we  have  not  even  begun  to  get  ready 
for  the  contest  in  1956. 

Those  of  Us  of  the  Democratic  Party 
who  serve  in  Congress  are  merely  try¬ 
ing  to  get  the  legislative  work  done  and 
to  give  a  measure  of  responsibility  and 
dignity  to  the  Federal  Government, 
which  was  so  clearly  lacking  during  the 
first  2  years  of  Mr.  Eisenhower’s  term, 
when  he  had  to  deal  with  a  Congress 
controlled  by  his  own  party. 

Mr.  Lippmann  develops  his  theme  fur¬ 
ther  by  stating  that  “with  prosperity 
and  peace,  the  winds  and  tides  of  poli¬ 
tics  are  with  him” — meaning  Mr.  Eisen¬ 
hower — “and  he  is  enormously  popular 
as  well  as  a  successful  President.”  While 
there  is  at  the  present  time  a  semblance 
of  both  prosperity  and  peace,  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  at  best  the  peace  is  un¬ 
easy  and  the  prosperity  very  spotty. 
If  one  relies  entirely  upon  the  poll  tak¬ 
ers  and  other  self-appointed  political 
experts,  you  may  easily  conclude  that 
Mr.  Eisenhower  is  popular.  But  anyone 
who  is  in  touch  with  grassroots  senti¬ 
ment  will  find  that  his  popularity  is  be¬ 
coming  a  worn  and  threadbare  fabric. 

As  to  success,  I  would  like  to  quote 
from  the  column  of  Mr.  Joseph  Alsop, 
of  June  19,  1955,  in  which  he  summed 
up  Mr.  Eisenhower’s  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs  in  the  Far  East  as  “the  most 
incredible  mismanagement  in  the  entire 
history  of  American  postwar  diplomacy.” 
This  distressing  debacle  can  only  be 
matched  in  domestic  affairs  by  the 
Eisenhower  administration’s  shameful 
and  scandalous  bungling  of  the  Salk 
polio  vaccine  program.  I  do  not  wish 
to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  cata¬ 
log  the  long  list  of  failures  in  statecraft 
by  the  Eisenhower  administration.  Mr. 
Lippmann,  himself,  has  outlined  and 
analyzed  them  rather  fully  in  the  past 
in  his  many  columns.  Apparently  what 
Mr.  Lippmann  means  is  that  in  his  opin¬ 
ion  Mr.  Eisenhower  is  at  present  enjoy¬ 
ing,  with  the  indispensable  aid  of  a 
Democratic  Congress,  a  pleasure  of  suc¬ 
cess. 

In  fact,  Mr.  Lippmann  stated  in  to¬ 
day’s  column,  “I  do  not  think  it  is  any 
exaggeration  to  say  that  Mr.  Eisenhow¬ 
er’s  success  as  President  began  when  the 
Republicans  lost  control  of  Congress  and 
the  standing  committees.  In  his  first 

2  years  he  had  suffered  an  almost  un¬ 
broken  record  of  frustration  and  of 
domination  by  the  senior  Republicans, 
and  particularly  the  Republican  commit¬ 
tee  chairmen  in  the  Senate.”  Out  of 
a  sense  of  delicacy  for  the  sentiments 
of  certain  of  my  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  I  shall  refrain  from 
mentioning  any  names  but  everyone,  of 


course,  knows  to  whom  Mr.  Lippmann 
referred. 

Mr.  Lippmann  in  his  column  went  on 
to  note  that  these  senior  Republicans 
invaded,  knocked  about,  infiltrated, 
smeared,  and  terrorized  the  administra¬ 
tion  personnel  to  the  verge  of  paralysis 
and  demoralization.  Lippmann  charged 
that  worse  than  that  they  terrorized 
some  of  the  highest  officials  of  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Cabinet  into  countenancing,  and 
indeed  in  participating  in  acts  of  in¬ 
justice — as  in  the  Oppenheimer,  Davies, 
Ladej  insky  cases — which  will  not  soon 
be  forgotten.  “Most  dangerously  of  all,” 
said  Mr.  Lippmann,  “they  held  the  Pres¬ 
ident  and  Secretary  Dulles  captive  and 
on  so  short  a  string  that  the  effective 
control  of  foreign  policy  was  in  the 
hands  of  a  few  Senators.”  Mr.  Lipp¬ 
mann  concluded  by  saying  that  with  the 
election  of  a  Democratic  Congress  in 
1954  Mr.  Eisenhower  was  able  to  regain 
a  semblance  of  control  over  the  integ¬ 
rity  and  security  of  the  executive  depart¬ 
ment.  Mr.  Lippmann  does  not  say  so, 
but  appears  to  imply  that  a  kind  of  dig¬ 
nity  has  returned  to  the  executive  de/4' 
partment.  Mr.  Lippmann,  however,  in 
the  end,-,  cautions  that  Mr.  Eisenhower, 
as  he  terms  it,  can  be  successful  only 
with  a  Congress  safely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Democratic  Party.  In  my.  opinion, 
I  think  the  Record  bears  it  out,  Mr. 
Eisenhower  has  not  been  successful  and 
cannot  be  successful  under  any  circum¬ 
stances.  The  only  thing  the  Democrats 
can  do  is,  by  patience,  forbearance,  and 
high  statesmanship  oMhe  kind  exempli¬ 
fied  particularly  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  our  majority  lea'der,  make  the 
best  of  what  is  .to  us  certainly,  and  I 
believe  for  the  .-country,  a  Very  bad  ar¬ 
rangement  indeed. 

I  may  say /on  behalf  of  my  colleagues 
both  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  that  we  shall  support 
the  President  on  those  occasions  when 
he  is  acting  in  the  national  interest,  and 
we  sfiall  continue  to  oppose  him  with 
thg-'  utmost  vigor  when  he  follows  the 
bad  advice  and  counsel  of  some  of  his 
/Republican  partisans. 

Mr.  President,  earlier  today  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Barkley]  requested  and  re¬ 
ceived  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Congressional  Record  Mr.  Lipp- 
mann’s  article.  I  had  intended  making 
the  same  request,  but  shall  not  do  so. 

I  do  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks  a  copy  of  an  article  written 
by  Mr.  Arthur  Krock,  entitled  “It  Seems 
More  Like  the  Good  Old  Days,”  which 
was  published  in  today’s  New  York 
Times. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

It  Seems  More  Like  the  Good  Old  Days 
(By  Arthur  Krock) 

Washington,  June  29. — Those  Republicans 
and  Democrats  who  have  been  criticizing  the 
President  and  the  Senate  Democratic  leader 
for  being  “too  nonpartisan”  felt  better  to¬ 
day  after  the  smooth  relations  between  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  and  Senator  Johnson  were 
ruffled  by  a  small  public  spat.  It  didn’t 
amount  to  much;  a  little  needling  of  the 


President  by  the  Senator,  and  the  same  right 
back.  But  it  was  a  return,  however  tempor¬ 
ary,  to  interparty  normalcy. 

The  Senator  scored  first.  After  listing/275 
bills  which  the  Senate  passed  in  81  days,  he 
commented,  with  his  air  of  innocenpC  that 
this  record  was  a  refutation  of  the  predic¬ 
tion  by  a  “certain  party  leader”  in  the  last 
campaign.  The  prediction  was  that  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  a  Democratic  Congress-  would  mean 
“a  cold  war  of  partisan  politics”  in  which 
programs  urged  by  the  President,  and  desired 
by  the  people,  would  be  ‘‘.bottled  up.”  The 
forecaster  was  the  President  himself. 

General  Eisenhower  got  his  chance  to  bat 
at  his  news  conference' today.  Like  the  cele¬ 
brated  Willie  Keeler,  he  “hit  ’em  where  they 
ain’t.”  In  that  vulnerable  Democratic  area 
was  his  campaign  prophecy  that,  with  the 
Executive  and  Congress  under  different  party 
control,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  fix  the  responsibility  for  legislative 
failure  or  success.  The  Senate  leader’s  claim 
of  party  credit  for  such  accomplishments 
as  there’ have  been,  accompanied  by  his  fail¬ 
ure  to  mention  13  major  items  of  business 
still  unfinished  at  the  fag  end  of  the  ses¬ 
sion,  demonstrated,  the  President  said,  how 
true  that  prediction  turned  out  to  be. 

BATTLES  BUT  NOT  WAR 

Both  the  President’s  and  Johnson’s  points 
were  well  taken.  Certainly  no  “cold  war  of 
partisan  politics”  has  been  waged  by  the 
Democratic  leaders  in  Congress  or  by  the 
Democratic  majorities.  There  have  been 
sharp  skirmishes,  and  an  occasional  battle 
with  the  administration.  But  the  fraterniz¬ 
ing  between  partisan  engagements  has  been 
cordial  and  protracted,  and  in  matters  of  for¬ 
eign  policy  the  opposition  has  been  more 
"loyal”  in  percentage  than  the  home  guard. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Democrats  have 
balked  the  President  in  large  or  small  degree 
on  most  of  the  major  items  of  his  program 
that  he  listed  today,  sometimes  by  delaying 
actions. 

Yet  the  cooperation,  in  the  Senate,  is  so 
extensive  and  friendly  that  at  times  grum¬ 
bling  against  Johnson’s  leadership  has  been 
audible  among  liberal  Democrats  and  in  the 
neighborhood  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee.  And,  because  of  certain  Presi¬ 
dential  concessions  to  the  majority,  some 
Republicans  have  asked,  though  in  discreet 
privacy,  “Who  won  the  1952  election  any¬ 
how?” 

the  parting  shot 

But,  for  .this  day  at  least,  the  President 
and  the  Senate  leader  of  the  opposition  acted 
and  reacted  as  partisan  competitors  instead 
of  a^  loving  partners,  and  the  party  workers 
on  both  sides  will  appreciate  it.  Johnson, 
in  getting  the  last  word,  even  needled  the 
President,  with  an  implication  which  is  a 
favorite  ofs  the  Democratic  Digest  (the  na¬ 
tional  committee  publicity  organ) .  This  im¬ 
plication  is  that  the  President,  being  absent 
from  Washington  a  great  deal,  is  not  well 
posted  and  depends  on  briefing  by  his  aides. 
“After  all,”  said  Johnson,  for  once  following 
this  line  today,  “he-  [Eisenhower]  spent  last 
week  in  New  England  and  may  not  fully  un¬ 
derstand  all  he  is  talking  about.” 

Not  until  this  session  of  Congress  has 
ended  will  it  be  possible  to  calculate  these 
factors  in  its  record:  The  volume  of  solid  and 
essential  legislation  it  has  approved  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  the  volume  proposed  by  the 
President.  The  number  of  majo>.  administra¬ 
tion  positions  that  survived  or  w^re  rejected 
in  the  legislation  that  was  approved.  The 
amount  of  unfinished  business  that,  by  any 
normal  test  could  be  called  essential.  \ 

WHY  NO  COLD  WAR  \ 

But  the  spat  between  the  President  dud 
the  Senate  leader  today  would  have  to  de¬ 
velop  into  a  sustained  legislative  blockade 
by  the  Democrats  before  General  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  cold-war  forecast  could  acquire  any 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  received  President's  veto  message  on  apple  price  prediction 
bill.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  conference  report  on  State,  Justioe  appropriation 
bill.  House  passed  legislative  appropriation  bill  and  reserve  foroes  training 
bill.  Senate  committee  reported  public  works  appropriation  bill. 
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HOUSE 

1.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Both  Houses,  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  5502,  the 

State,  Justice,  and  Judiciary  appropriation  bill  (pp,  8313“9.  8332—14.)  •  This 
bill  is  now  ready  for  the'  President • 

Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  7117,  the  legislative  appropriation  bill 
(pp,  8ij.06-12) • 

Received  from  the  President  supplemental  appropriation  estimates  for  195& 
to  carry  out  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1955  (H.  Doc.  211);  to  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  (p.  8I4.I7)* 

/  \ 

2.  RESERVE  FORCES .,  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  7000,  the  reserve  forces  training 

bill  (po.  833l4.-8l4.O5 ) « 

7  \ 

3*  APPLE  PRICES.  Received  the  President's  veto  message  on  H.  R.  5188,  to  prohibit 
Government  publication  of  predictions  of  apple  prices.  The  message  and  bill 
were  referred  to  the  Agriculture  Committee  (H.  Doc.  213)  (pp®  8I+O5-6).  Rep, 
Harrisbn  of  Virginia  and  Rep.  Quigley  criticized  the  veto  message  (p,  8)4.06). 

* 

i+.  HIG^AYS.  Rep.  Mack  criticized  "Democratic  manipulation"  in  committee  on, H.  R. 
70^2,  the  Federal-aid  highway  bill  (p.  833)+)  • 

\ 

5*/^ATER;  POWER  RESOURCES.  Rep.  Abernethy  commented  favorably  on  public  power  units 
in  view  of  the  criticiJJm  of  them  contained  in  the  Hoover  Commission  report 

(pp.  8Ul3-U)« 


6*  FRANCE.  Rep0  Patman  criticized  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Open  Marke; 
Coihmittee  and  the  Federal  Reserve  System  (pp.  814.15-6), 


DNN£ 


PERSONNEL.  Received  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  from  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  to  make  available  on  a  voluntary  basis  to  Federal  employees  group 
hospitalizati on  benefits*  Referred  to  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com- 
mi 1 1  e  e  (  p" til;  17  )  • 


8*  SMALL  BUSINESS'*  The  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business  submi.thedta  preliminary 
report  on  the  Small  Business  Administration  (H.  Rept«  1045)  (p*  QJU-17 ) • 


9©  AIR  POLLUTION.  S.  928,  as  reported  (see  Digest  109) ,  authorizes  HE;  (in  co¬ 
operation  with  other  Federal,  State,  local,  and  private  agencies)  to  prepare 
and  recommend  research  programs  for  devising  and  developing  methods  for  elimi¬ 
nating  or  reducing  air  pollution.  It  also  authorizes  HEW  to  encourage  co¬ 
operative  activities  by  State  and  local  governments  for  the  prevention  and 
abatement  of  air  pollution©  The  bill  authorizes  approoriation  of  ^5*000, 000 
to  HEN  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  beginning  July  1,  1955*  ending  June 

i960.  The  committee  report  states:  "There  are  a  number  of  Federal  agencies  ( 
particularly  qualified  and  equipped  to  conduct  research  into  the  problem  of 
air  pollution©  Among  these  are  the  Weather  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  the 
Bureau  of  Standards,  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Service,  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission." 


10.  FORESTS;  MINING.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported 
with  amendment  H.  R.  6994*  to  provide  for  entry  and  location,  on  discovery 
of  a  valuable  source  material/^  upon  public  lands  of  the  United  States  classi¬ 
fied  as,  or  known  to  be,  valuable  for  coal\(p.  D6£0). 


11.  HOUSING.  The  Rules  Committee  voted  not  to  grant  a  rule  on  S.  2126,  the  housing 


bill  of  1955  (u.  D650)» 

13.  ADJOURNED  until  Tues.,  July  5th  (p.  8^13 )• 


SENATE 


13 


.  WATER  RESOURCES.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with 
amendment  H.  R.  3990,  authorizing  the  Interior  Department  to  investigate  and 
report  to  Congress  on  the  water  resources  in  Alaska  (S.  Rept.  699)  (p«  8292), 


14.  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  with 
6766,  the  public  works  approoriation  bill  for  1956  (S.  Rept 
This  bill  was  made  the  unfinished  business  (p.  8320), 


ndments  H.  R. 

)  (p.  8292). 


15,/FOREIGN  AID.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S©  2090,  the  mutual  secur: 

(pp.  8326-7). 


bill 


16,  PUBLIC  AORKS.  Passed  with  amendment  H.  R.  6829,  to  authorize  certain  construc¬ 
tion  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations  (00.  8299-8313).  The 
bill  increases  from  ^25  million  to  0100  million  the  authority  to  provide  hous¬ 
ing  through  use  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodi- 
ties  by  CCC,  and  provides  that  the  limitation  of  ^,'100  million  shall  apply  to 
the  amount  of  the  expenditure  of  foreign  currencies  rather  than  to  the  value 
of  the  houses  (p.  8302). 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Truer  words  were 
.  never  spoken. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Fresi- 
lt,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 
le  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore^  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

Thdvlegislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  rolh 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi 
dent,  I  aslK  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  tire  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without\(bjection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

APPROPRIATIONkFOR  THE  MARINE 
CORPS 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of\South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  cake  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  thank  the  distinguished  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  conference  commit¬ 
tee  on  defense  appropriation^  for  their 
successful  efforts  which  resulted  in  the 
preservation  of  funds  for  the^larine 
Corps. 

It  means  that  the  Marine  CorpsWill 
be  able  to  keep  itself  in  trim  shape  and 
be  ready,  as  it  has  in  the  past,  to  defen 
our  Nation  in  time  of  emergency. 

I  feel  that  this  is  a  major  victory  for 
national  defense,  and,  while  my  feelings 
on  this  matter  are  well  known,  I  wish 
again  to  thank  the  distinguished  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  conference  committee,  a 
especially  the  distinguished  Senate 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 

I  believe  this  action  will  prove  ifi  the 
future  to  be  very  beneficial  to  /mr  na¬ 
tional  defense. 


MESSAGE  FROM  TI 


HOUSE 


) 


A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Bartlett,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  (S/2090)  to  amend  the 
Mutual  Security/Act  of  1954,  and  for 
other  purpose^  with  amendments,  in 
which  it  remrested  the  concurrence  of 
the  SenatevChat  the  House  insisted  upon 
its  amemiments;  asked  a  .conference 
with  the/3enate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the^Jwo  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Rickards,  Mr.  Morgan,  Mr.  Zablocki, 
Mr/  Vorys,  and  Mr.  Judd  were  appointed 
magers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
fhe  conference. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Acting  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore  : 

H.  R.  928.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eugenio 
Maida;  and 

H.  R.  3194.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  S. 
Berney. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  CERTAIN  MILI¬ 
TARY,  NAVAL,  AND  AIR  FORCE 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  unfinished  business. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  the  Chair  lays 


before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness,  which  is  H.  R.  6829. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  cer¬ 
tain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and 
Air  Force  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment,  which  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  complete  substitute  for  the 
bill. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  is  considering  the  so-called  mili¬ 
tary  construction  bill  for  the  budget  year 
1956. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  authorize 
construction  by  the  military  departments 
and  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  in 
a  total  amount  of  $2,357,313,300.  This 
authorization  is  distributed  $527,027,000 
for  the  Army;  $571,620,300  for  the  Navy; 
$1,205,170,000  for  the  Air  Force;  and 
$53,500,000  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  I  invite  attention  of  Senators 
to  the  fact  that  the  committee  report 
contains  a  breakdown  by  States  and  by 
military  department  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  contained  in  this  bill.  The  bill  as 
introduced  at  the  request  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  totalled  $2,354,352,300. 
However,  subsequent  to  the  bill’s  intro¬ 
duction,  the  Department  requested 
amendments  increasing  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  by  some  $41  million.  These  amend¬ 
ments  were  for  the  purposes  of  providing 
additional  facilities  to  accommodate  the 
increased  production  of  B-52’s  recently 
approved  by  the  Congress,  and  to  provide 
facilities  for  a  new  technique  in  air  de¬ 
fense.  Thus,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
committee  has  made  changes  in  the  bill, 
our  reductions  unfortunately  have  been 
largely  obscured  by  the  addition  of  the 
authorizations  requested  after  the  bill 
was  introduced. 

In  round  figures,  the  pending  bill  as 
now  presented  is  $28  million  under  the 
total  budget  estimate  submitted,  and  $11 
million,  in  round  figures,  under  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the  House. 

The  reductions  and  additions  made  by 
the  committee  are  set  forth  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  report  in  summary  form  at  the 
end  of  the  title  to  which  they  pertain.  At 
the  conclusion  of  my  statement,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  discuss  any  item  in  which  any 
Senator  is  particularly  interested. 

In  the  Army  title,  $160  million,  or  30 
percent  of  the  program,  is  for  continu¬ 
ing  the  antiaircraft  facilities  commonly 
known  as  nike  sites.  Sixty-four  million 
dollars  is  for  troop  housing  and  troop 
support  facilities.  Eighty-eight  million 
dollars  is  for  family  housing,  $38  mil¬ 
lion  is  for  land  acquisiton.  Twenty-six 
million  dollars  is  to  continue  construc¬ 
tion  in  Alaska  and  Okinawa,  two  of  our 
most  important  strategic  areas  today. 
The  remaining  authorization,  approxi¬ 
mately  30  percent  of  the  total,  is  intended 
to  provide  facilities  for  research  and  de¬ 
velopment,  training,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  medical  facilities,  and  other  miscel¬ 
laneous  requirements. 

The  Navy  title,  which  totals  $571  mil¬ 
lion,  constitutes  another  step  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  to  keep  the  Navy’s  shore  establish¬ 
ment  adequate  to  service  its  ships,  air¬ 
craft,  and  weapons.  Approximately  $345 
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million  of  the  Navy  authorization  is  for 
operational  facilities.  Troop  housing, 
which  means  barracks  and  bachelor  offi¬ 
cers  quarters,  constitutes  about  $71  mil¬ 
lion.  Family  housing  makes  up  $56  mil¬ 
lion  of  the  total.  The  remainder  of  the 
Navy  program  is  for  land  acquisitions, 
research  and  development,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  the  acquisition  of  avigation  ease¬ 
ments  around  naval  air  stations,  a  pollu¬ 
tion  abatement  program,  and  for  welfare 
and  recreational  facilities. 

The  Air  Force  authorization  is  greater 
than  that  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
combined.  As  Senators  know,  we  are 
striving  for  a  137-wing  Air  Force  in  1957. 
This  Air  Force  construction  program  is 
intended  to  provide  the  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  support  that  force  level.  The  Air 
Force  construction  is  spread  among  255 
bases — 151  are  in  the  United  States  and 
104  overseas.  There  are  two  new  bases 
in  the  Air  Force  program.  One  at  the 
Buckingham  Weapons  Center  in  Florida 
and  the  other  a  new  Air  Defense  base  in 
the  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  area.  As  has  been 
true  in  recent  years,  the  Strategic  Air 
Command  gets  a  lion’s  share  of  the  Air 
Force  authorization.  Viewing  the  pro¬ 
gram  from  categories  of  construction, 
airfield  pavements  is  by  far  the  largest 
item. 

Title  IV  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  headquarters  installation 
for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency.  I 
believe  it  is  widely  recognized,  in  Con¬ 
gress  at  least,  that  the  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  is  scattered  among  several 
temporary  buildings  in  Washington,  and 
that  it  could  operate  more  effectively 
and  economically  in  buildings  designed  to 
suit  its  requirements. 

There  is  local  opposition  to  some  of 
the  items  in  this  bill,  principally  those 
pertaining  to  land  acquisition.  The 
committee  has  afforded  everyone  who  ad¬ 
vised  us  of  his  desire  to  do  so,  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  testify.  Committee  action 
on  the  more  controversial  items  is  sum¬ 
marized  in  the  committee  report  on  page 
11.  Some  of  our  decisions  were  diffi¬ 
cult  ones  and  we  claim  no  infallibility. 
We  have,  however,  exercised  our  best 
judgment,  bearing  in  mind  the  require¬ 
ments  of  national  defense  and  the  views 
of  the  persons  most  directly  affected  by 
our  actions. 

Of  special  significance,  I  think,  is  the 
housing  authorization  contained  in  this 
bill.  Scattered  throughout  titles  I,  H, 
and  III  are  authorizations  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  almost  17,000  units  of  mili¬ 
tary  family  housing.  In  the  realization 
that  this  request  constitutes  only  a  small 
part  of  the  requirements  for  family  hous¬ 
ing,  these  authorizations  have  been  left 
virtually  intact.  In  approving  this 
authorization,  we  have  not  been  un¬ 
mindful  of  the  military  housing  authori¬ 
zation  contained  in  the  bill  reported  by 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
which  later  passed  the  Senate.  That 
bill  would  provide  $1,350,000,000  in  au¬ 
thority  to  guarantee  mortgages  on  hous¬ 
ing  for  military  personnel.  This  au¬ 
thority  could  be  used  over  the  next  3 
years  and,  if  fully  utilized,  could  pro¬ 
vide  100,000  units.  It  is  reported  that 
this  title  has  been  eliminated  from  the 
bill  in  the  House  and  we  are  unable  to 
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estimate  what  will  emerge  from  con¬ 
ference. 

There  is  no  questioning  the  fact  that 
the  need  for  additional  family  housing  is 
one  of  the  most  serious  problems  of  the 
Department  of  Defense.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  has  considered  various  methods, 
including  deferred  payment  through  an¬ 
nual  appropriations,  lease  purchase  con¬ 
tracts,  working-capital  funds  utilizing 
unexpended  balances  of  prior  appropria¬ 
tions,  creation  of  a  military  housing  cor¬ 
poration  with  authority  to  issue  bonds, 
and  direct  appropriations.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  assured  the  committee  that  the 
simplest  method,  and  the  cheapest  one 
in  the  long  run,  involved  the  providing 
of  public  quarters  through  the  tradi¬ 
tional  use  of  funds  directly  appropriated 
for  that  purpose.  I  invite  the  attention 
of  Senators  to  the  charts  appearing  on 
pages  26  and  27  of  the  committee  hear¬ 
ings.  These  charts  illustrate  that  after 
20  years  these  houses  have  paid  for  them¬ 
selves,  including  interest  and  the  cost  of 
maintenance  and  operation. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  like  to  add 
one  thought  in  connection  with  the 
housing  matter. 

Mr.  President,  the  full  committee  re¬ 
port  points  out  the  problem  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  housing  program  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  authorities,  put  into  one  pattern. 
We  do  not  know  what  provision,  if  any, 
for  military  family  housing  will  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  so-called  housing  bill  as  it 
finally  passes  the  Congress.  There  is 
need  for  more  housing  than  is  carried  in 
the  bill  which  is  now  under  considera¬ 
tion.  But  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
thinks  there  should  be  a  complete  re¬ 
study  of  the  entire  program,  and  it  has 
directed  a  subcommittee  to  continue 
such  a  study  until  next  January.  We 
hope  that  by  next  year  a  definite  cen¬ 
tralized  program  and  authority  can  be 
established,  without  duplication,  with¬ 
out  conflict,  and  without  competition. 
Many  Government'  agencies  have  pro¬ 
vided  family  housing  for  military  fami¬ 
lies.  The  committee  thinks,  as  does  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
that  after  all  is  said  and  done,  the  best 
thing  in  the  long  run  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  to  appropriate  the  funds,  build 
the  houses,  and  then  charge  rent  to  the 
servicemen  to  be  paid  from  their  family 
allowances,  so  that  in  the  course  of 
events  the  Government  gets  its  money 
back  and  still  has  the  family  housing. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  President,  if  my 
distinguished  friend  from  Mississippi  will 
yield  for  a  brief  statement  in  connection 
with  the  committee  report,  on  page  13 
there  is  a  comment  regarding  the  Air 
Force  authorization  request,  referring  to 
an  item  for  air  research  and  develop¬ 
ment,  specifically,  the  decision  of  the  Air 
Force  to  move  this  divison  from  its  pres¬ 
ent  location  back  to  the  Wright-Patter- 
son  Air  Force  Base  in  Dayton,  Ohio. 

The  construction  authorization,  as  I 
understand,  has  been  removed  from  Bal¬ 
timore  Air  Field,  but  left  in  the  bill  is  a 
provision  for  a  location  to  be  determined. 

I  was  glad  to  see  the  comment,  not  be¬ 
cause  I  am  narrow  and  provincial,  but 
because  I  feel  that  the  location  near  Bal¬ 


timore  is  undesirable.  This  facility  was 
formerly  at  Wright-Patterson  Airfield. 
We  made  no  objection  at  the  time  it  was 
moved,  because  we  felt  that,  as  Members 
of  Congress,  certainly  we  could  trust  the 
leadership  of  the  Air  Force  in  selecting 
the  site  which  for  their  purposes  would 
be  in  order.  They  selected  the  present 
site,  and  now  they  find  it  is  not  suitable 
and  are  asking  that  the  facility  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  place  where  it  should  be,  at 
Wright-Patterson  Airfield.  The  fact  that 
I  come  from  Ohio  is  not  important,  but 
it  is  important  that  this  facility  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base  at  Dayton,  Ohio.  If  it  were  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  I  would  feel  exactly  the  same 
way.  If  it  were  in  Missouri  I  would  feel 
exactly  as  I  do  now.  But  I  think  it  is  a 
mistake  to  move  the  facility.  If  it  were 
in  the  State  of  Texas  I  would  feel  good 
about  it,  too. 

If  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  moment,  I  should  like 
to  state  the  reasons  why  we  feel  the  fa¬ 
cility  should  be  returned  to  its  former 
location. 

Ohio  is  the  cradle  of  aviation.  It 
would  be  a  tribute  to  Dayton  to  have  the 
facility  located  in  that  area.  As  I  stated 
before,  we  did  not  object  when  the  Air 
Research  and  Development  Headquar¬ 
ters  were  moved  away  several  years  ago, 
because  we  had  confidence  in  the  good 
judgment  of  the  Air  Force  officials,  and 
we  were  sure  they  were  doing  what 
seemed  best  to  them. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  Mr. 
Talbott,  is  requesting  Congress  to  ap¬ 
propriate  money  to  do  the  thing  which 
he  feels  is  best  for  the  Air  Force.  I  am 
sure  there  is  nothing  personal  about  it. 
I  am  sure  that  as  a  result  of  his  great  ex¬ 
perience  he  is  suggesting  what  he  feels 
is  essential  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Air 
Force. 

I  feel  certain  that  the  committee  will 
take  a  second  look.  We  have  been  talk¬ 
ing  about  taking  second  looks.  So  I 
trust  the  committee  will  take  a  second 
look  regarding  this  matter  and  will  con¬ 
sider  the  value  and  the  need  for  this 
facility  to  be  where  the  Air  Force  wants 
it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  I  think  the  point  he 
makes  is  well  taken.  I  am  glad  he  en¬ 
tered  into  the  debate  on  the  question. 
The  committee’s  action  is  no  refutation 
of  the  recommendation  which  was 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
The  committee  proposes  to  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and 
to  leave  the  question  to  a  decision  by  the 
Air  Force. 

But,  in  view  of  the  Cook  report  and  the 
recommendations  made  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  as  to  the  bill,  we  think  the  matter 
should  be  reexamined,  or  examined 
somewhat  further.  We  indicate  a  will¬ 
ingness  to  provide  a  site,  the  present  one 
being  inadequate,  but  we  do  not  feel 
like  chopping  it  off  at  this  moment,  in 
spite  of  the  conflict  of  testimony.  So 
this  is  our  proposal.  Since  we  could 
not  be  sufficiently  positive,  we  left  the 
question  open. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  for  his  cooperation  in 
the  matter.  I  am  certain  his  commit¬ 
tee  was  animated  and  activated  by  the 


best  motives  in  the  interest  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Ohio;  I  sincerely  appreciate  his 
comment. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  wish  to  make  an 
observation.  About  2*4  years  ago,  with 
the  cooperation  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  I  made  a  tour  of  all  the  princi¬ 
pal  producing  centers  of  airframes  and 
air  engines  throughout  the  country.  At 
that  time  the  manufacturers  of  air¬ 
frames  and  engines  were  unanimous  in 
their  belief  that  the  facility  should  be 
located  at  Wright  Field  or  near  Wright 
Field.  They  said  it  would  be  a  cause  of 
continuing  confusion  to  have  it  separated 
from  Wright  Field. 

I  was  sorry  to  see  that  the  Cook  report 
raised  the  question  adversely.  I  believe 
that  the  experience  of  the  industry  and 
the  present  judgment  of  the  Air  Force 
should  be  taken  into  consideration.  I 
hope  the  matter  will  be  looked  at  from 
all  sides  before  a  decision  is  made. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  appreciate  the  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  discussion  which  has 
been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont.  He  is  unusually  well  qualified  to 
speak  on  the  subject,  both  from  a  tech¬ 
nical  standpoint  and  also  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
His  contribution  in  this  field  has  been 
valuable. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  I  wish  to  congratulate 
my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  and  all  other  members  of 
the  committee,  for  the  consideration 
which  they  gave  the  bill  to  the  building 
of  what  I  understand  will  be  17,000  fam¬ 
ily-housing  units  for  the  personnel  of 
the  Armed  Services.  I  am  especially 
interested  because  I  happen  to  serve  on 
the  Subcommittee  on  Housing  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
which  had  very  substantial  testimony, 
extending  over  several  days,  from  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  problem.  I 
am  particularly  interested  in  the  state¬ 
ment  which  was  made  by  Gen.  Curtis 
LeMay,  of  the  Strategic  Air  Command, 
with  reference  to  the  serious  shortage 
which  exists  in  satisfactory  housing  for 
military  personnel  as  it  pertains  to  his 
command,  and  the  fact  that  something 
must  be  done,  definitely,  to  retain  in  the 
service  well -qualified,  trained  personnel 
of  a  type  which  can  carry  out  its  mis¬ 
sion  in  any  event. 

Would  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  be 
good  enough  to  advise  me  as  to  whether 
in  the  course  of  the  testimony  before  his 
committee — because  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  go  through  the  entire  re¬ 
port — the  shortage  which  was  estimated 
to  exist  at  present,  as  it  pertains  to  the 
armed  services,  is  somewhere  in  the  vi¬ 
cinity  of  300,000  family  housing  units. 
Certainly  it  is  necessary  to  bring  up  the 
number  of  housing  units  to  a  point  where 
we  can  retain  our  personnel,  and  ade¬ 
quate  housing  will  be  a  very  real  advan¬ 
tage  to  them. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  About  180,000  family 
type  units  are  needed  in  the  United 
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States.  In  addition,  there  is  a  deficit  of 
11,000  in  the  Territories  and  possessions, 
and  56,000  in  foreign  countries.  Thus, 
the  total  worldwide  deficit  is  now  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  247,000  units. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  That  is  somewhere  near 
the  figure  I  mentioned.  We  were  told 
by  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  Floete, 
when  he  appeared,  that  approximately 
300,000  units  were  needed. 

It  is  true  that  under  the  direct  appro¬ 
priation  it  may  be  possible  to  continue 
on  the  same  basis  as  we  are  proceeding 
this  year,  which  is  a  step  forward.  It 
would  take  approximately  20  years  to  be 
able  to  bring  housing  up  to  the  point 
where  the  shortage  can  be  entirely  re¬ 
lieved.  That,  of  course,  is  the  very  rea¬ 
son  why  a  provision  was  included  in  the 
housing  bill  for  the  construction  of  mili¬ 
tary  housing  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  by  the  issuance  of  bonds. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  there  may  be 
both  types  of  housing,  in  order  that  the 
job  may  be  finished  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  housing  program 
as  a  part  of  the  military  program  is  just 

>  beginning  to  get  under  way,  because 
there  were  other  items  which  necessarily 
had  to  be  given  preference  during  the 
past  3  or  4  years.  Almost  all  the  run¬ 
ways  had  to  be  extended,  and  hangars 
had  to  be  enlarged  and,  in  some  cases, 
replaced  by  new  ones.  Everything  had 
to  be  done  with  reference  to  the  opera¬ 
tional  end  of  the  airbases. 

Now  we  are  getting  around  to  the 
housekeeping,  and  family  housing  is  one 
of  the  major  items. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Maine  will 
agree  that  since  the  program  is  begin¬ 
ning  to  develop  and  will  have  to  be  sus¬ 
tained  over  the  years,  a  definite,  unified 
policy  should  be  adopted,  and  should 
then  move  forward  on  that  front. 

To  that  extent,  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  of  which  the 
Senator  from  Maine  is  a  member,  has 
provided  this  year  that  housing  which 
will  be  built  as  a  result  of  authoriza¬ 
tion  by  that  committee  must  be  under 
|  the  jurisdiction  of  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  Floete. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  a  step  in  the 
right  direction. 

Mr.  PAYNE.  The  reason  for  my 
making  these  remarks  is  that  I  am 
familiar  with  the  situation.  I  happened 
to  enjoy  the  privilege  of  being  with  the 
first  group  which  was  activated  in  the 
20th  Air  Force  under  Gen.  Curtis  E. 
LeMay.  Only  last  week  I  had  occasion 
to  be  with  two  enlisted  Air  Force  per¬ 
sonnel — sergeants,  as  a  matter  of  fact — • 
who  are  being  transferred  from  one  base 
to  another. 

During  the  course  of  my  conversation 
with  them,  because  they  happened  to 
serve  with  me,  I  asked  them  whether 
they  were  going  to  make  the  Air  Force 
their  career.  They  had  been  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  for  some  time. 

The  fact  that  they  are  being  trans¬ 
ferred  to  an  area  where  there  is  not 
proper  housing  available  is  leading  those 
men,  who  have  been  trained  to  perform 
important  duties  and  who  are  giving 
their  great  experience  to  the  Air  Force, 


to  come  to  the  definite  conclusion  that 
probably  they  will  not  reenlist  again,  be¬ 
cause  their  wives  will  not  join  them  at 
the  location  to  which  they  are  to  be  sent, 
since  adequate  housing  is  not  available. 

I  think  such  a  situation  must  be 
remedied. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Tire  Senator  from 
Maine  has  made  a  fine  summary  of  the 
situation  which  the  committee  also  found 
to  exist. 

We  found  that  the  bill,  which  carries 
more  than  $2.3  billion,  had  exceptionally 
fine  backing  from  the  service,  especially 
from  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
Floete  and  his  staff.  They  had  combed 
the  bill  thoroughly.  The  necessities  and 
requirements  were  reduced  to  a  mini¬ 
mum.  The  committee  promptly  ap¬ 
proved  every  item  in  the  bill,  after  a  par¬ 
ticular  examination  of  it,  line  by  line, 
and  after  receiving  the  advice  of  a  civil¬ 
ian  construction  engineer  who  had  been 
on  our  staff  for  many  months,  and  who 
went  into  the  entire  matter,  checked  the 
unit  costs  for  the  various  items,  gave  a 
final  recommendation,  and  virtually  ap¬ 
proved  the  bill. 

We  wish  especially  to  thank  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  Floete  and  his  ex¬ 
cellent  staff,  as  well  as  those  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  who  worked  on  the  bill. 

The  other  members  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  are  the  junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  and  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson], 
who  made  excellent  contributions  to  the 
long,  and  sometimes  rather  laborious 
hearings  which  were  held  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill. 

I  feel  especially  indebted  to  all  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  for  their  earnest  attention  and 
outstanding  work  on  the  bill.  I  hope 
each  of  them  will  have  something  to  say 
about  it.  I  wish  especially  to  thank  them, 
as  well  as  our  excellent  staff  member  who 
has  been  particularly  charged  with  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  this  matter,  Mr.  William 
Darden,  who  rendered  outstanding 
service. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Can  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  inform  the  Senate 
whether  or  not  H.  R.  6829  has  already 
passed  the  House?  It  is  my  impression 
that  it  has  passed  the  House,  but  I  should 
like  to  have  that  point  clarified.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  bill  under  consid¬ 
eration  today  has  already  passed  the 
House. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Does  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Mississippi  antici¬ 
pate  that  there  will  be  any  difficulty  get¬ 
ting  an  appropriation  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  measure,  once  a  confer¬ 
ence  report  has  been  agreed  on? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  think  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee  will  have  before  it  an 
appropriation  for  a  major  part  of  these 
authorizations,  and,  in  addition,  for  au¬ 
thorizations  from  the  previous  year. 

I  cannot  speak  for  the  committee,  of 
course,  but  as  a  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  and  as  one  who  is  familiar  with  what 
will  come  before  it,  I  think  the  answer 
to  the  Senator’s  question  is  “Yes.” 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  On  page  23  of  the 
report  there  appears  an  item  of  $1,350,- 
000  for  housing  at  the  Glasgow  site  in 
Montana.  That  means  that  $1,350,000 
of  the  $4,706,000  would  be  allocated  spe¬ 
cifically  to  housing  at  the  Glasgow  site, 
would  it  not? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Does  the  Senator 
have  any  idea  how  many  housing  units 
would  be  built  for  that  amount  of 
money? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  round  numbers, 
100.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana  that  I  am  not  certain  that  item 
in  its  entirety  will  be  asked  for  in  the 
appropriation  bill,  but  I  think  most  of 
the  item  will  be  asked  for.  The  appro¬ 
priation  bill  will  follow  the  authorization. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  an  amendment  which  has  been  agreed 
to  by  the  subcommittee,  but  which  came 
in  late  and  therefore  was  not  before  the 
full  committee.  The  subcommittee  has 
unanimously  agreed  to  its  adoption.  It 
has  to  do  with  housing  with  reference 
to  the  Nike  sites,  and  would  permit  the 
Secretary  to  rent  or  lease  housing  at  the 
Nike  sites  rather  than  build  them.  We 
think  the  matter  ought  to  be  further 
developed  in  testimony,  but  we  feel  the 
amendment  is  worthy  and  that  it  should 
be  taken  to  conference. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Is  the  Senator  speaking  of  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  an  amendment 
to  the  bill,  which  is  really  a  committee 
amendment. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
at  the  end  of  the  bill  to  add  the  following 
new  section: 

Sec.  — .  During  the  fiscal  years  1956  and 
1957  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized  to 
lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near  military 
tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  pub¬ 
lic  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their 
dependents  without  rental  charge  upon  a 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
or  his  designee  that  there  is  a  lack  of  ade¬ 
quate  housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  mili¬ 
tary  tactical  installations:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  1,000  housing  units  may  be 
so  leased  and  the  rental  cost  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  any  housing  unit  may  not  exceed 
$150  per  month. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
yield,  or  I  can  yield  the  floor,  if  the 
Senator  wishes  the  floor  in  his  own  right. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Particu¬ 
larly  with  respect  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Record 
show  that  I  believe  the  amendment 
should  be  taken  to  conference,  but  be¬ 
fore  the  conference  is  held  there  should 
be  a  hearing  so  that  testimony  can  be 
taken  on  it.  The  amendment  as  drawn 
provides  that  the  housing,  if  leased,  may 
be  assigned  as  military  quarters.  That 
implies  forfeiture  of  military  allowances 
to  which  military  personnel  are  entitled 
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when  housing  is  not  provided.  At  the 
same  time,  the  amendment  provides  that 
the  housing  may  cost  as  much  as  $150  a 
month,  which  would  be  in  excess  of  the 
average  quarters  allowances. 

There  may  be  some  special  urgency 
for  such  housing  in  connection  with  the 
Nike  program,  and  provision  for  hous¬ 
ing  where  the  Nike  installations  have 
been  authorized,  but  before  we  make  the 
exception  and  provide  for  what  amounts 
to  a  raising  of  military  quarters  allow¬ 
ances,  it  seems  to  me  some  testimony 
should  be  taken,  before  the  matter  is 
finally  acted  on  in  conference.  In  order 
that  the  amendment  may  be  taken  to 
conference,  however,  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  its  adoption  at  this  time. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  StennisI. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  heartily  concur  in 
the  recommendations  and  sentiments  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

One  of  the  general  provisions  of  the 
bill  is  section  507,  which  amends  section 
407  of  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress, 
by  increasing  from  $25  million  to  $100 
million  the  authority  to  provide  housing 
through  use  of  the  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
The  revised  section  amends  the  provi¬ 
sion  with  respect  to  the  reimbursement 
of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
provides  that  the  limitation  of  $100  mil¬ 
lion  shall  apply  to  the  amount  of  the 
expenditure  of  foreign  currencies  rather 
than  to  the  value  of  the  houses.  This 
will  enable  the  Department  of  Defense, 
in  appropriate  cases,  to  utilize  troop 
labor  without  a  reduction  in  the  total  of 
the  authority  to  use  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities. 

We  feel  that  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  encouraged  by  the  re¬ 
flection  that  although  $100  million  is  a 
relatively  very  small  amount,  the  author¬ 
ization  certainly  indicates  that  a  start 
is  being  made.  I  think  the  Secretary 
should  be  commended  for  his  attitude 
and  action. 

Section  510  of  the  bill  will  cancel  $602 
million  in  authorizations  no  longer  required 
that  have  already  been  identified,  as  well 
as  an  additional  authorization  totaling  at 
least  $300  million  more.  The  section  will 
cancel,  as  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations 
enacted  prior  to  October  1,  1951. 

Those  authorizations  were  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  early  stages  of  the  Korean  war. 
Many  of  them  were  carried  out.  In 
others  we  found  that  changes  were  nec¬ 
essary.  The  provision  does  not  cancel 
any  authorizations  where  work  is  under 
construction  or  is  felt  to  be  needed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mi’.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  a  question  or  two  with  re¬ 
spect  to  expansion  of  facilities  at  Port 
Sill,  Okla.,  for  the  canonn-firing  range 
which  is  contemplated  in  the  program 
for  the  Military  Establishment. 

First,  I  should  like  to  preface  my  ques¬ 
tion  by  stating  that,  as  I  understand. 


Fort  Sill  is  to  have  its  jurisdiction  or 
territory  expanded  considerably  under 
the  particular  authorization  now  under 
consideration.  The  purpose  of  that  ex¬ 
pansion  is  to  make  possible  a  firing  range 
for  modern  weapons,  so  as  to  be  able  to 
accommodate  the  weapons. 

Will  the  Senator  tell  me  how  many 
acres  are  contemplated  in  the  expan¬ 
sion,  and  where  the  expansion  is  to  come 
from? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  going  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson!  answer 
those  questions.  He  was  the  one  who 
took  the  testimony  on  this  matter.  I 
ask  that  he  be  permitted  to  answer  the 
Senator’s  questions. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
my  understanding  that  the  total  acqui¬ 
sition  will  be  approximately  30,000  acres 
or,  to  be  exact,  31,020  acres  of  land.  Of 
this  total,  10,700  acres  are  a  part  of  the 
Wichita  Wildlife  Refuge.  The  remain¬ 
der — 20,320  acres — private  land.  Rough¬ 
ly,  that  is  the  total  amount  of  acreage 
involved. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  10,700 
acres  be  taken  from  private  lands? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  That  acreage  is  a 
part  of  the  Wichita  Wildlife  Refuge, 
which  is  owned  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  a  part  of  the 
national  park  system? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  No;  it  is  part  of  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  system. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  is  used  for  the 
propagation  of  wildlife,  is  it? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Washington  will  yield 
to  me  at  this  point,  let  me  say  that  the 
part  to  be  taken  by  this  requirement  has 
been  on  lease  to  the  military  for  a  num¬ 
ber  of  years;  it  is  not  the  part  of  the 
refuge  which  is  used  for  wildlife  propa¬ 
gation.  In  fact,  the  wildlife  area  is  quite 
a  number  of  miles  removed  from  the 
portion  being  requested  in  connection 
with  this  measure. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  It  is  my  further  un¬ 
derstanding,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota,  that  the  area  where  the  public 
participates  is  farther  north.  The  area 
we  are  proposing  to  take  is  not,  for  the 
most  part,  enjoyed  by  the  public  as  a 
whole. 

We  had  the  problem  of  trying  to  make 
it  possible  for  the  Army  to  utilize  its 
latest  and  newest  field-artillery  weap¬ 
ons — including  the  “Honest  John,”  which 
has  a  very  long  range,  and  the  280-milli¬ 
meter  gun.  I  may  say  that  the  “Honest 
John”  is  still  unreliable,  according  to  the 
testimony  presented  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  ;  in  other  words,  it  is  impossible  to  be 
sure  just  where  the  shells  from  that  gun 
will  land. 

The  committee  heard  testimony  from 
representatives  of  the  wildlife  societies 
and  from  the  private-property  owners. 
We  asked  the  representatives  of  those 
gi’oups  what  they  would  do  in  this  situ¬ 
ation,  in  light  of  the  military  require¬ 
ments.  Roughly,  the  answer  was,  of 
course,  that  those  who  had  private  land 
would  like  to  have  the  Army  leave  them 
alone,  and  go  farther  into  the  wildlife 
refuge.  And  of  course  the  representa¬ 
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tives  of  the  wilderness  societies,  and  so 
forth,  would  like  to  have  more  private 
land  taken. 

What  we  did  was,  first  of  all,  try  to 
meet  the  public  interest  by  insisting 
that  the  private  owners  adjacent  to  the 
area  be  required  to  give  up  their  land. 

I  think  the  arrangement  which  has 
been  worked  out  is  the  only  practical 
one  unless  Fort  Sill  is  to  be  abandoned. 
That  is  what  this  situation  really  boils 
down  to,  because  at  Fort  Sill  the  con¬ 
ventional  type  artillery  is  still  in  use, 
as  well  as  the  new  types  of  artillery. 
The  same  troops  cannot  be  properly 
trained  in  all  these  weapons,  if  a  part 
of  their  training  is  given  to  them  half 
way  across  the  country,  and  a  part  is 
given  to  them  at  Fort  Sill. 

At  first  I  felt  about  this  matter  just 
as  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  does,  I  am  sure — in  that  I  looked 
with  great  apprehension  upon  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  the  lands  involved.  We  have 
this  problem  in  my  State  and  all  the 
other  western  States.  Frankly,  when 
we  look  at  all  the  cold,  hard  facts,  there 
is  no  alternative  but  to  do  what  the  Army 
has  requested  in  this  case. 

I  say  frankly  that  this  matter  has 
been  reviewed  and  rereviewed  by  all 
those  in  the  executive  branch.  Finally, 
we  asked  all  those  who  were  involved  to 
come  in  and  sit  around  the  table  and 
listen  to  the  statements  by  the  Army  rep¬ 
resentatives.  Those  who  attended  that 
meeting  had  to  admit  there  was  no 
alternative. 

They  did  suggest  the  working  out  of 
an  arrangement  whereby  the  firing  might 
be  over  the  town  of  Fort  Sill  and  over 
one  of  the  main  U.  S.  highways. 

In  terms  of  simple  dimensions  and 
mathematics,  the  question  is  just  this: 
Where  are  we  going  to  end? 

I  feel  that  every  effort  should  be  made 
to  prevent  this  sort  of  thing;  but  when 
we  are  confronted  with  an  actual  situa¬ 
tion,  for  which  there  appears  to  be  no 
alternate  approach,  I  do  not  see  what 
else  we  could  do. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Will  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  10,700  acres  of  the  wildlife 
refuge  in  any  way  make  unusable  the 
other  areas  of  the  refuge  which  are  set 
aside  for  purposes  of  wildlife  propaga¬ 
tion,  and  also  for  park  and  public  use? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  To  my  knowledge,  it 
will  not.  It  will  preserve  the  integrity 
of  the  refuge. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  It  will  preserve 
the  integrity  of  the  refuge.  The  part 
to  be  taken  is  the  most  inaccessible  part 
and  the  part  which  is  used  neither  by  the 
public  nor  for  game  propagation. 

But  it  so  happens  that  this  particular 
plot  lies  in  the  only  direction  in  which 
Fort  Sill  can  expand.  We  are  faced 
with  a  hard  choice.  Abandonment  of  in¬ 
vestment  of  $200  million  or  $300  million 
in  the  finest  artillery  center  the  world 
has  ever  known,  where  artillerymen 
from  all  friendly  nations  are  today  being 
trained ;  or  expansion  of  the  firing  range 
to  accommodate  newly-developed  artil¬ 
lery  weapons,  anyone  who  visits  Fort 
Sill  today  will  see  classes  from  our 
friendly  allies  being  trained  there.  But 
the  weapons  of  today  have  outgrown  the 
firing  range  we  now  have.  The  entire 
area  of  the  reservation  is  only  about 
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74,000  acres  in  total  size.  I  can  assure 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that  the 
Army  has  reduced  its  proposal  for  land 
acquisition  to  the  bare  minimum  for 
purpose  of  a  firing  range;  the  Army  is 
not  asking  for  more  ground  for  maneu¬ 
vers  or  for  building  or  housing  sites  but 
is-  asking  only  for  land  for  a  target 
range,  so  modern  artillery  weapons — • 
which,  of  course,  have  been  greatly  in¬ 
creased  in  range — can  be  accommodated. 
Either  we  must  close  the  center,  which 
is  dedicated  to  artillery  training,  and  in 
closing  it  waste  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  and  cause  years  of  delay  in  set¬ 
ting  up  a  new  artillery  center;  or  else 
we  must  have  second-rate  artillery,  un¬ 
less  the  additional  land  is  acquired. 

I  am  sure  we  do  not  want  our  field 
artillerymen  and  officers  who  are  trained 
there  to  use  anything  less  than  the  most 
modern  weapons,  developed  and  used  to 
their  full  capacity.  Unless  we  obtain 
this  additional  land,  it  will  be  absolutely 
impossible  to  maintain  the  artillery  cen¬ 
ter  at  the  proficiency  at  which  it  must 
be  maintained,  in  view  of  the  develop¬ 
ments  of  today. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  said  the  integrity  of  the  game 
refuge  will  be  protected.  I  assume  he 
means  that  the  jurisdictional  boundaries 
will  be  protected.  I  wish  to  ascertain — 
and  I  should  like  to  have  a  frank  an¬ 
swer — whether,  after  the  10,700  acres 
are  added  to  the  artillery-target  area, 
the  remainder  of  the  refuge  will  be 
made  unusable? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  No;  not  at  all.  Not 
all  the  remaining  areas  can  be  used  by 
the  public,  and  wildlife  will  still  abound 
there,  although  perhaps  not  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  it  would  if  artillery  firing  were 
not  going  on.  But  the  remainder  will  be 
tremendous  in  size.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  highway  will  remain  as  it  is,  and  peo¬ 
ple  can  enter  the  area  as  they  did  before. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  there  any 
other  area  adjacent  to  Port  Sill  which 
could  meet  the  requirements  of  a  modern 
artillery  range?  I  certainly  wish  to  say 
that  we  want  the  best  we  can  have  in 
this  area  of  our  defense.  But  is  there 
any  other  area  in  the  immediate  vicinity, 
adjacent  and  contiguous  to  the  existing 
property  of  Fort  Sill,  which  could  be 
used? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  There  are  other  areas 
which' could  be  used,  if  the  committee 
wished  to  take  the  risk  of  jeopardizing 
human  life.  We  would  have  to  extend 
the  range  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  the 
guns  fire  across  the  main  highway;  and 
if  that  were  done,  a  stray  shot  could 
kill  people  on  the  highway  or  in  the  town 
of  Port  Sill. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Instructions  have 
been  issued  for  the  minimum  firing  of 
these  heavy  guns.  If  the  full  range  were 
now  to  be  used,  the  guns  would  be  firing 
not  only  over  one  United  States  highway, 
but  firing  over  two  United  States  high¬ 
ways  and  over  the  town  of  Fort  Sill. 
Unless  a  more  satisfactory  situation  can 
be  obtained — and  this  land  is  the  only 
land  in  the  direction  in  which  the  range 
can  be  expanded — then  either  the  use 
of  the  best  artillery  must  be  sacrified, 
or  second-rate  artillery  instruction  must 
be  given. 


Mr.  STENNIS.  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  question  now  before  the 
Senate  is  whether  the  taking  of  the  land 
shall  be  authorized. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  just  a  moment. 
First,  let  me  say  that  the  same  proposi¬ 
tion  will  come  before  the  same  sub¬ 
committee,  for  there  must  be  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  regarding  the  final  taking  and  use 
of  the  land. 

If  at  that  time  there  are  any  reason¬ 
able  restrictions  which  can  be  imposed 
as  a  safeguard  of  the  wildlife  land,  the 
subcommittee  will  certainly  seriously 
consider  them,  and  everyone  interested 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard.  I 
am  sure  that  such  restrictions  will  be 
imposed  as  are  considered  consistent 
with  the  necessary  purposes  for  which 
the  land  is  to  be  used. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  merely 
wish  to  supplement  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  our  subcommittee 
has  said  with  respect  to  the  careful  con¬ 
sideration  which  will  be  given  when  the 
actual  proposal  for  acquisition  of  this 
land  comes  before  the  subcommittee. 
There  will  be  an  effort  to  reach  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Committee  oh  Armed 
Services  with  respect  to  land  acquisition. 

I  hope  the  Defense  Department  will  be 
on  due  notice  that,  at  the  time  it  makes 
its  presentation  it  will  be  expected  to 
show,  if  it  is  to  justify  this  acquisition, 
that  it  is  impracticable  to  consider  the 
use  of  some  alternate  range  in  some 
other  part  of  the  country  for  the  firing 
of  the  long-range  pieces  which  are  here 
involved. 

As  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Jackson]  has  well  stated,  there  are  only 
two  practical  alternatives  to  using  Fort 
Sill  for  artillery-firing  purposes,  namely, 
either  to  obtain  some  additional  range 
or  to  abandon  the  post. 

T  recognize  that  the  tremendous  in¬ 
vestment  the  Government  has  at  Fort 
Sill  raises  some  very  grave  questions.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  not  insensible  to 
the  fact  that  we  would  be  destroying  a 
wildlife  area  which  cannot  be  re-created, 
as  one  of  the  witnesses  said,  in  a  thou¬ 
sand  years,  if  it  is  once  destroyed.  It 
may  not  be  destroyed  by  the  proposed 
operation.  At  the  same  time,  its  value 
as  a  wildlife  refuge  would  be  greatly  im¬ 
paired.  Let  there  be  no  mistake  about 
that. 

Consequently,  I  feel  that  when  the 
Defense  Department  comes  before  the 
subcommittee  to  make  its  presentation 
for  the  actual  acquisition,  and  to  discuss 
the  terms  of  acquisition,  it  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  defend  against  an  alternate 
proposal  that  the  firing  of  the  very  long- 
range  guns  be  transferred  to  a  field  exer¬ 
cise  to  be  conducted  in  some  other  part 
of  the  country,  where  a  long  range — as 
much  as  5  miles,  or  25,000  yards — could 
be  provided  without  the  involvement 
threatened  in  this  case. 

I  think  the  committee  could  take  no 
other  action  than  it  took  on  the  evidence 


before  it  as  to  the  military  necessity. 
At  the  same  time,  this  is  not  final  action. 
The  proposal  will  have  to  come  before 
the  committee  again,  and  the  alterna¬ 
tive  which  !  have  mentioned  can  be  con¬ 
sidered  at  that  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First  of  all,  I  wish 
to  thank  very  much  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  I  have  a  great  regard  for 
his  judgment  in  these  matters,  as  I  have 
for  that  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
the  Senator  from  Washington,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma,  and  other  Sena¬ 
tors. 

The  thing  about  which  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  and  with  respect  to  which  I  wish 
to  express  my  concern,  is  that  while  we 
may  be  taking,  or  considering  an  au¬ 
thorization  for  taking,  some  10,700  acres 
from  the  wildlife  refuge  area,  it  is  some¬ 
what  questionable  whether  or  not  this 
will  be  adequate  in  the  days  to  come.  I 
gather  that  this  is  an  almost  irreducible 
minimum  for  the  cannon  and  heavy  ar¬ 
tillery  we  now  have.  If  that  be  the  case, 
of  course,  we  shall  have  to  go  out  farther 
and  farther. 

It  seems  peculiar  to  be  arguing  the 
merits  of  a  wildlife  refuge,  on  the  one 
hand,  as  against  a  great  military  instal¬ 
lation,  on  the  other;  but  I  think  the 
point  is  well  made  that  there  are  not 
too  many  of  the  areas  known  as  wildlife 
refuges  left  in  the  country.  There  is 
plenty  of  wasteland  which  would  fur¬ 
nish  a  suitable  place  for  the  shooting  of 
big  cannon.  In  those  areas  such  missiles 
are  the  only  things  which  will  arise  from 
the  earth  or  travel  over  the  earth. 

So,  I  hope  if  the  authorization  is  com¬ 
pleted  in  this  bill  that  the  responsible 
committees  which  will  have  to  consider 
the  question  further  will  look  into  the 
long-range  needs  of  the  United  States 
Army,  particularly  with  respect  to  ar¬ 
tillery,  and  see  whether  or  not  Fort  Sill, 
as  proposed  to  be  expanded  under  the 
contemplated  authorization,  will  be 
adequate. 

I  hesitate  to  try  to  pose  in  the  role  of 
a  prophet,  but,  knowing  a  little  about 
this  subject  from  some  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  has  come  to  my  attention,  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  what  we  are  do¬ 
ing  is  authorizing  only  enough  now  to  get 
us  over  the  hump  momentarily.  I  pre¬ 
dict  that  before  long,  in  order  to  main¬ 
tain  Fort  Sill  as  a  going  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment,  it  will  be  necesary  to  ask  for 
additional  land.  I  hope  that  will  not 
be  the  case,  but  we  appreciate  the  views 
of  those  in  the  Wildlife  Service  and  in 
the  great  conservation  organizations  to 
the  effect  that  that  is  what  will  happen. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  a  question.  Has  there  been 
in  the  hearings  any  evidence  from  the 
military  which  would  indicate  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  that  the  expan¬ 
sion  of  Fort  Sill,  under  the  contemplated 
increase  of  some  30,000  acres,  will  be 
adequate  for  the  foreseeable  future?  Or 
is  this,  as  I  have  indicated  to  be  my 
opinion,  only  enough  to  get  us  by  tem¬ 
porarily? 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  I  understand  that  this 
is  the  minimum.  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson]  to 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  I  asked 
that  question  in  connection  with  the 
hearings.  The  answer  was  that,  based 
upon  the  present  requirements,  this  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  would  meet  the  need. 
That  includes  provision  for  the  “Honest 
John”  and  the  280  millimeter  gun.  I 
assume  that  it  should  meet  the  needs 
for  some  time.  However,  if  we  are  to 
engage  in  the  test-firing  of  long-range 
rockets,  obviously  that  will  have  to  be 
conducted  in  another  part  of  the  United 
States.  These  weapons,  the  “Honest 
John”  and  the  280  millimeter,  are  es¬ 
sential  to  the  immediate  support  of  the 
ground  forces,  and  are  extensions  of  what 
might  be  called  conventional  artillery. 
I  am  sure  that  if  we  undertake  the  test¬ 
firing  of  rockets,  which  involves  a  very 
substantial  range,  the  test  firing  must 
occur  in  some  other  part  of  the  country, 
because  the  Defense  Department  could 
not  possibly  find  enough  land  in  Okla¬ 
homa  to  meet  the  requirements. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington. 

I  conclude  by  saying  that  I  think  there 
are  times  when  we  must  make  so-called 
valued  judgment  choices.  In  this  in¬ 
stance  the  taking  of  a  section  of  a  wild¬ 
life  refuge  might  be  justified  because  of 
the  great  investment  already  made  in 
Fort  Sill.  But  I  invite  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  the  past  the  Army  has  not 
shown  any  reluctance  to  move  in  and 
take  over  highways,  villages,  towns,  and 
communities  when  it  saw  the  necessity 
for  purposes  of  defense. 

I  hope  that  the  limited  area  remain¬ 
ing  in  this  country  which  can  be  devoted 
to  wildlife  refuges  will  be  carefully  pro¬ 
tected.  At  times  there  seems  to  be  the 
feeling  that  somehow  or  other  this  activ¬ 
ity  is  not  particularly  important.  How¬ 
ever,  with  growing  population,  and  with 
more  and  more  people  seeking  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  the  enjoyment  of  outdoor 
activity,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
to  be  doing  our  best  to  try  to  protect 
wildlife  refuge  areas. 

I  shall  not  offer  any  amendment.  I 
know  that  the  Senator  from  Washington 
has  dedicated  his  entire  life  to  conserva¬ 
tion  programs  and  the  preservation  of 
areas  of  recreation  and  wildlife  refuge. 
I  am  deeply  concerned  about  this  ques¬ 
tion.  I  would  be  less  than  candid  if  I 
did  not  say  that  practically  every  con¬ 
servation  group  in  America  has  written 
to  Members  of  Congress,  including  the 
Senator  from  Washington  and  myself. 
They  are  deeply  concerned  over  what 
this  authorization  provides. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  I  share 
the  Senator’s  concern,  and  I  appreciate 
his  comments. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stennis]  will  probably 
recall  our  earlier  colloquy  about  the  Fort 
Sill  project.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  statement  I  have  prepared  on  this 
subject  matter  be  printed  at  the  point 
in  the  Record  where  the  discussion  about 


the  acquisition  of  additional  land  for 
Fort  Sill  was  had. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Hubert  H.  Humphrey 

I  am  constrained  to  call  attention  to  one 
Item  in  this  bill,  S.  1765,  which  would  auth¬ 
orize  the  acquisition  of  certain  lands  to  be 
added  to  the  Port  Sill  Military  Reservation 
near  Lawton,  Okla.,  including  about  10,000 
acres  of  the  Wichita  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge.  This  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Army 
to  gain  control  of  a  large  segment  of  this 
important  and  urgently  needed  national 
wildlife  refuge  is  one  of  the  principal  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  introduction  of  my  refuge  bill, 
S.  2101.  I  earnestly  believe  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  give  much  more  attention  to 
this  or  any  other  attempt  to  break  down  the 
wildlife  refuge  system  that  has  been  built 
up  with  painstaking  care  over  a  period  of 
many  years. 

The  Wichita  Mountains  area,  which  is  one 
of  the  oldest  refuges,  was  established  by 
President  Theodore  Roosevelt  in  1905.  For 
many  years  it  was  administered  by  the  United 
States  Forest  Service,  but  in  1935,  it  was 
transferred  to  the  United  States  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  It  is  a  unique  and  magnificient 
wildlife  area,  and  it  is  used  heavily  as  a 
public  recreation  area.  Three  generations 
of  Oklahomans  and  Texans  are  dependent 
upon  the  splendid  facilities  that  are  avail¬ 
able  for  wholesome  relaxation.  Last  year 
over  850,000  people  used  the  recreational  fa¬ 
cilities,  the  better  part  of  which  are  con¬ 
centrated  in  the  area  that  the  Army  pro¬ 
poses  to  take. 

There  is  no  real  justification  for  this  ac¬ 
quisition.  Fort  Sill  has,  for  many  years, 
had  a  close  working  relationship  with  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
whereby  the  Army  has  used  portions  of  the 
refuge  for  gun  emplacement  positions  for 
the  firing  of  the  heaviest  artillery  that  they 
have.  The  shells  have  been  landing  on  the 
present  reservation.  They  also  have  used  the 
refuge  for  firing  some  of  the  heavier  rockets 
and  there  seems  to  be  no  reason  why  the 
present  needs  cannot  be  met  by  a  continua¬ 
tion  of  this  cooperative  agreement.  The 
taking  over  of  this  refuge  land  will  not  ex¬ 
tend  the  length  of  the  range  unless  they 
have  additional  acquisitions  in  mind  which 
have  not  been  made  known.  I  would  be  the 
last  one  that  would  delay  action  on  any 
measure  that  was  needed  for  national  de¬ 
fense.  But,  so  far  as  I  can  determine,  the 
needs  at  Fort  Sill  can  be  met  just  as  well  by 
a  cooperative  arrangement  similar  to  that 
under  which  the  Army  has  operated  for 
many  years.  If  that  can  be  accomplished,  the 
public  still  can  have  use  of  those  oustanding 
recreational  facilities,  and  that  essential 
wildlife  refuge  can  be  preserved. 

The  Army  presently  seems  to  be  conduct¬ 
ing  all  of  the  operations  at  the  Fort  Sill 
Artillery  School  for  which  it  claims  that  the 
additional  land  is  needed.  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  investigate  all  of  the  facts: 
however,  it  is  believed  that  the  so-called 
“Atomic  Cannon,”  for  which  the  Army  says 
that  it  needs  additional  land  to  practice 
with  at  Fort  Sill,  already  is  considered  ob¬ 
solete  and  is  no  longer  in  production.  These 
are  some  of  the  questions  that  should  be 
explored  more  fully  by  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  before  authorizing  any  such  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  installation  in  Oklahoma.  Then 
again,  I  am  wondering  if  that  type  of  long- 
range  firing  should  be  practiced  in  such  a 
populated  area.  Other  such  military  opera¬ 
tions  have  been  performed  in  the  more  re¬ 
mote  sections  of  Arizona  and  Nevada. 

This  appropiration  calls  for  the  purchase 
of  more  than  20,000  acres  of  good  agricultural 
and  ranch  lands  from  protesting  private 
owners.  Representatives  of  the  landowners 


associations  and  national  conservation  or¬ 
ganizations  registered  vigorous  protests  be¬ 
fore  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee. 
There  is  widespread  public  opposition  to  any 
reduction  in  the  meager  amount  of  land  that 
has  been  reserved  by  the  Federal  Government 
for  wildlife  purposes.  The  opposition  that 
has  been  registered  by  such  organizations  as 
the  Wildlife  Management  Institute,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Federation,  the  Izaak  Wal¬ 
ton  League  of  America,  and  the  Outdoor 
Writers  Association  of  America,  is  ample 
testimony  of  the  public  sentiment  toward  the 
repeated  attempts  to  whittle  away  at  the 
wildlife  refuges,  the  national  parks  and  na¬ 
tional  monuments,  and  the  like. 

The  Army  has  been  trying  to  get  control 
of  the  Cabeza  Frieta  Game  Range  and  the 
Kofa  Refuge  in  Arizona,  and  of  additional 
wildlife  lands  in  Alaska,  and  I  think  that 
these  efforts  should  be  scrutinized  more 
carefully.  It  is  hoped  that  my  colleagues 
will  give  prompt  consideration  to  my  refuge 
bill,  S.  2101.  We  simply  cannot,  in  the  face 
of  the  constantly  increasing  need  for  out¬ 
door  recreational  facilities  for  a  growing 
human  population,  sacrifice  any  of  the  piti¬ 
ful  amount  of  refuge  lands  that  are  needed 
to  preserve  the  valuable  wildlife  resources. 

The  Director  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  Mr.  John  L.  Farley,  stated  before  a  House 
subcommittee  last  July  that  the  Federal 
Government  should  acquire  and  develop  4 
million  acres  of  the  remaining  refuge  goal, 
and  that  the  States  collectively  should  ac¬ 
quire  and  develop  a  minimum  of  5  million 
acres,  if  the  wildlife  resources  are  to  be 
maintained  at  somewhere  near  their  exist¬ 
ing  level.  In  other  words,  it  is  clear  that  we 
should  not  permit  the  Army  to  take  over 
and  close  to  public  use  10,000  acres  of  the 
best  recreational  land  in  the  Wichita  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Aside  from  the  good, 
clear-water  lakes  that  provide  public  fishing, 
and  several  much-used  picnic  areas,  the 
Army  would  close  the  door  to  Mount  Lin¬ 
coln,  one  of  the  spectacular  mountains  of 
the  region.  As  it  is,  both  the  people  of  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Texas,  and  of  Fort  Sill,  have  free 
access  to  the  scenic  drives,  the  lakes  and 
streams,  the  camping  and  picnic  sites,  and 
to  the  extraordinary  wildlife  and  geological 
attractions  of  the  rugged  terrain  that  rises 
far  above  the  Oklahoma  prairies. 

The  Wichita  Mountains  are  the  blissful 
retreat  of  a  vast  horde  of  persons  that  an¬ 
nually  seek  a  respite  from  the  sweltering 
sun  of  the  great  semiarid  Southwest. 

The  Wichita  Refuge  is  the  one  remaining 
place  in  the  United  States  where  the  present 
day  Americans  can  get  some  concept  of  the 
waving  grasses  of  the  pioneer  prairies.  It  is 
about  the  only  place  that  the  botanists, 
ecologists,  and  other  scientists  can  study  the 
original  flora  and  fauna  in  somewhere  near 
its  original  state.  Nearly  1,000  buffalo 
(American  bison)  roam  the  vast  expanses, 
along  with  deer  and  elk.  America’s  biggest 
herd  of  longhorn  cattle,  more  than  350 
prized  specimens  can  be  seen  at  close  range. 
Many  of  the  steers  have  horns  as  long  as 
7  feet.  The  present-day  Davy  Crocketts  can 
see  some  of  the  few  remaining  towns  of 
prairie  dogs,  which  formerly  were  common 
throughout  the  West.  Pronghorn  antelope 
and  most  of  the  other  forms  of  original 
inhabitants  of  the  plains  add  to  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  those  that  are  privileged  to  visit 
the  area. 

The  Wichita  refuge  has  been  the  source 
of  many  animals  that  have  been  provided 
to  public  zoos.  The  surplus  big-game  ani¬ 
mals  are  disposed  of  annually  to  keep  the 
herds  within  the  carrying  capacity  of  the 
range.  It  is  no  wonder  that  the  Army  or 
anyone  else  would  want  to  gain  control  of 
this  fabulous  wonderland  that  presents  such 
a  singular  example  of  the  kind  of  range- 
land  that  can  be  maintained  under  a  sound 
management  program. 
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It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  has  given  his  consent 
to  the  transfer  of  the  10,000  acres  of  refuge 
lands  to  the  Department  of  Defense.  Evi¬ 
dently  he  is  reluctant  to  take  a  stand 
against  any  kind  of  an  appeal  based  on 
theoretical  national  defense  needs.  Perhaps 
he  is  not  aware  that  those  at  Fort  Sill  have 
been  after  the  refuge  lands  for  a  long  time. 
This  is  merely  a  renewed  attempt  by  the 
Army,  as  is  evident  by  the  letter  that  C.  R. 
Gutermuth,  secretary  of  the  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  Council  of  America,  sent  to  all  coun¬ 
cil  members  on  April  12,  1955.  His  en¬ 
closure,  which  I  also  would  like  to  have 
entered  in  the  Record,  is  from  Bud  Jackson, 
the  field  representative  of  the  National  Wild¬ 
life  Federation.  Mr.  Jackson  indicated  quite 
well  why  there  is  local  public  support  for 
this  move,  when  he  said,  “This  time,  busi¬ 
ness  interests  in  Lawton  are  being  soft- 
soaped  with  the  story  that  expansion  will 
build  a  better  Lawton,  double  Fort  Sill’s 
personnel,  increase  business  and  raise  Law¬ 
ton’s  dollar  income.  It  would  be  quite  in¬ 
teresting  to  know  exactly  how  many  tour¬ 
ists’  dollars  the  city  would  lose  with  the 
loss  of  the  refuge.  The  good  burghers  of 
the  Oklahoma  town  may  not  have  consid¬ 
ered  that  angle.” 

Now  then,  in  connection  with  H.  R.  5306, 
which  was  introduced  by  the  Honorable  Lee 
Metcalf,  and  which  is  a  companion  bill  to 
my  S.  2101,  here  is  a  letter  that  Chairman 
Herbert  C.  Bonner,  of  the  House  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee,  received 
from  Mr.  John  L.  Farley,  the  Director  of  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
Chairman  Bonner  had  informed  Director 
Farley  that  the  House  would  not  be  able 
to  take  action  on  H.  R.  5306  during  this 
session,  and  requested  that  no  action  be 
taken  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  on 
the  disposition  of  refuge  lands  without  con¬ 
sulting  his  committee  and  without  holding 
public  hearings.  From  this  you  can  see 
that  Director  Farley,  under  date  of  June  24, 
1955,  indicated  that  no  such  action  was  con¬ 
templated,  and  that  the  committee’s  request 
would  be  honored.  It  is  difficult  to  reconcile 
this  letter  with  the  supposed  consent  that 
was  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  two  communica¬ 
tions  which  I  received,  one  from  the 
Natural  Resources  Council  of  America, 
and  an  exchange  of  correspondence  in¬ 
volving  the  Honorable  Lee  Metcalf, 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  Hon.  Herbert  C.  Bonner,  chairman 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  John  L.  Far¬ 
ley,  Director  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre¬ 
spondence  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Natural  Resources 
Council  of  America, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  April  12,  1955. 
To  All  Council  Members: 

The  renewed  attempt  by  the  Army  to  take 
over  the  Wichita  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
and  described  quite  poignantly  in  the  en¬ 
closed  copy  of  a  letter  by  Bud  Jackson  in  the 
last  issue  of  Outdoors  Unlimited,  merits 
prompt  attention. 

Your  secretary  endeavored  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  an  appropriation  is  being 
requested  by  the  Department  of  Defense  for 
the  acquiring  of  additional  land  at  Fort  Sill, 
but  to  no  avail.  While  the  subject  obviously 
is  under  consideration,  the  appropriation  bill 
has  not  been  formulated  and  is  not  available. 

It  is  clear,  however,  that  the  defense 
appropriations  will  have  to  be  considered  by 


the  House  committee  before  long,  and  when 
this  money  bill  starts  through  the  hopper, 
there  will  be  little  time  for  amendments  or 
changes. 

Sincerely, 

C.  R.  Gutermuth, 

Secretary. 

Wichita  Wildlife  Refuge  Again  in  Danger 

Springfield,  Mo. 

Mr.  J.  Hammond  Brown, 

President,  Outdoor  Writers  Association 
of  America,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Mr.  Brown:  From  a  high  Govern¬ 
ment  official,  I  learn  the  disquieting  news 
that  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge 
in  southwest  Oklahoma  is  again  in  great 
jeopardy,  this  time  from  a  bold,  open  move 
by  the  Army  Artillery  School  at  Fort  Sill, 
near  Lawton,  Okla.,  to  absorb  the  refuge  into 
the  military  reservation. 

The  military’s  recently  announced  budget 
reveals  $40  million  for  expansion  of  existing 
facilities.  It  was  revealed  simultaneously 
in  Washington  and  in  Lawton  that  $2.7  mil¬ 
lion  of  it  is  needed  to  purchase  lands  around 
the  Wichita  refuge  so  that  the  refuge  may 
be  taken  into  the  military  reservation  as  a 
"paper  transfer.”  Thus  finally  unmasked  is 
the  same  group  which  so  blandly  spread  its 
hands  and  insisted,  “No  savvy,”  when  con¬ 
fronted  last  year  with  what  it  had  thought 
were  its  “secret”  plans  for  invading  the 
Wichitas.  The  mnemonic  abilities  of  the 
Army  are  startlingly  poor. 

New  strategy  apparently  calls  for  adopting 
the  open  approach.  We  who’ve  dealt  with 
the  Army  in  the  past  aren’t  unaware  of  the 
chamber-of-commerce  techniques  occasion¬ 
ally  invoked  by  the  military  (and  brought  to 
their  highest  state  of  polish  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers).  This  time,  business  interests 
in  Lawton  are  being  softsoaped  with  the 
story  that  expansion  will  “build  a  better 
Lawton”  (familiar?),  double  Fort  Sill’s  per¬ 
sonnel,  increase  business  and  raise  Lawton’s 
dollar  income.  It  would  be  interesting  to 
know  exactly  how  many  tourist  dollars  the 
city  would  lose  with  loss  of  the  refuge.  The 
good  burghers  of  the  Oklahoma  town  may 
not  have  considered  that  angle. 

Actually,  however,  whether  the  refuge  is 
economically  more  important  than  a  double- 
in-size  artillery  school  isn’t  the  question. 
There  are  questions  which  suggest  them¬ 
selves,  as  follows: 

1.  Is  there  actual  need  for  expanding 
Fort  Sill’s  facilities  to  the  degree  that  an 
area  as  large  as  the  refuge  need  be  taken 
over? 

2.  If  so,  cannot  this  expansion  move  in 
other  directions  than  into  the  refuge? 

3.  Is  it  possible  that  this  great  yen  for 
expansion  into  the  refuge  has  its  origins  in 
the  hunting  and  fishing  instincts  of  the  high 
brass,  a  not  inconsiderable  possibility  from 
past  experience? 

4.  Is  national  defense  better  served  by 
turning  a  wildlife  refuge  over  to  the  Army 
for  playground  purposes  or  by  reserving  it 
for  the  whole  people? 

For  one,  I  am  sick  to  the  death  of  this  sort 
of  thing.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  who  are 
seeking  to  teach  conservation  fight  most  of 
our  battles  against  instruments  of  the  people 
who  spend  the  people’s  money  in  planning 
coups  against  the  people.  The  military 
spends  too  much  of  our  money  fighting  us 
and  too  darned  little  fighting  the  enemy. 
Let’s  let  our  Congressmen  in  on  the  battle  of 
the  Wichitas. 

Bud  Jackson, 


House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries, 

W ashington,  D.  C.,  June  29,  1955. 
Hon.  Lee  Metcalf, 

Member  of  Congress,  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Lee:  In  view  of  the  heavy  schedule 
of  hearings  by  the  Committee  on  Merchant 


Marine  and  Fisheries,  It  Is  probable  that 
there  will  be  no  opportunity  to  consider  your 
bill,  H.  R.  5306,  to  protect  and  preserve  the 
national  wildlife  refuges.  Inasmuch  as  I 
share  your  concern  for  the  future  of  the 
wildlife  refuge  program,  I  wrote  the  Director 
of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  suggesting  that 
notice  be  given  to  the  committee  before  dis¬ 
posing  of  any  refuge.  The  attached  letter  is 
his  reply  to  my  proposal. 

In  my  opinion,  the  information  contained 
in  Mr.  Farley’s  letter  indicates  that  there  is 
no  urgency  in  connection  with  your  bill  and 
accordingly  it  is  my  intention  to  defer  con¬ 
sideration  until  the  next  session. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Herbert  C.  Bonner, 

Chairman. 

United  States 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  24,  1956. 
Hon.  Herbert  C.  Bonner, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  House  of 
Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bonner:  I  am  more  than 
pleased  to  assure  you  that  this  Service  has 
no  plan  to  dispose  of  any  wildlife  refuge  at 
this  time.  Should  any  proposals  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  any  refuge  be  presented  to  the 
Service,  I  shall  be  glad  to  so  inform  you.  No 
action  would  be  taken  on  such  proposals 
without  a  thorough  review  of  the  proposal, 
including  appropriate  public  hearings,  all  of 
which  would  require  more  than  the  30  days 
which  you  have  suggested  in  your  letter. 

It  would  appear  that  you  had  received 
some  information  indicating  that  the  Service 
has  some  definite  plan  of  disposing  of  wild¬ 
life  refuges,  and  I  assure  that  no  such  plan 
or  program  exists. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  L.  Farley, 

Director. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President,  I 
share  the  feeling  of  alarm  which  has 
been  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  over  the 
diminution  of  the  Wichita  Mountains 
Wildlife  Refuge. 

I  think  it  would  be  useful  and  ap¬ 
propriate  if,  at  this  point  in  the  Record, 
there  should  appear,  for  the  information 
of  Members  of  Congress,  the  executive 
department,  and  the  country,  some  of 
the  letters  which  I  have  received  from 
the  National  Wildlife  Federation  and 
various  other  conservation  groups  re¬ 
garding  the  reduction  in  size  of  the 
Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  letters 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

National  Wildlife  Federation, 

Takoma  Park,  Washington,  D.  C., 

June  23,  1955. 

Hon.  Richard  L.  Neuberger, 

Senate  Office  Building , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Neuberger:  I  appreciate 
your  taking  the  time  to  study  the  proposed 
expansion  of  the  Fort  Sill  Military  Reserva¬ 
tion  in  Oklahoma  into  the  Wichita  Moun¬ 
tains  Wildlife  Refuge.  This  is  one  of  the 
items  in  S.  1765,  the  military  public  works 
bill  presently  under  consideration  by  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee. 
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May  I  request,  Senator  Neuberger,  that 
In  considering  this  particular  item,  you 
keep  these  facts  in  mind: 

( 1 )  Wichita  Mountains  is  one  of  the  most 
historic  and  valuable  of  the  national  wild¬ 
life  refuges.  It  was  established  by  Execu¬ 
tive  order  of  President  Theodore  Roosevelt 
in  1905.  It  provides  recreation  for  more 
than  one  million  visitors  annually. 

(2)  The  Army  presently  is  conducting  all 
operations  at  the  Fort  Sill  Artillery  School 
for  which  it  says  it  needs  this  additional 
land.  We  are  reliably  informed  that  the 
so-called  atomic  cannon,  which  the  Army 
says  it  needs  to  practice  with  at  Fort  Sill, 
already  is  considered  obsolete  and  is  no 
longer  under  production.  While  we  do  not 
pretend  to  pose  as  military  experts,  we  ques¬ 
tion  the  adequacy  of  even  the  proposed  ex¬ 
panded  Fort  Sill  Reservation  to  keep  pace 
with  modern  military  developments.  These 
questions,  of  course,  will  be  explored  most 
thoroughly  by  the  Senator. 

(3)  The  conservation  organizations  of  the 
United  States  are  inclined  to  look  upon  this 
proposal  as  an  unnecessary  invasion  of 
the  limited  areas  tha-t  have  been  reserved 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  wildlife 
conservation  purposes. 

Again  thanking  you  for  your  time  and 
courtesy,  I  remain, 

Sincerely  yours. 

National  Wildlife  Federation, 
Charles  H.  Callison, 

Conservation  Director. 

National  Parks  Association, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  17,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Carl  Vinson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  United  States  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Vinson:  H.  R.  5700  in¬ 
cludes  an  item  authorizing  extension  of  facil¬ 
ities  at  Fort  Sill,  Okla.,  amounting  to 
$3,053,000,  of  which  $2,500,000  is  for  land 
acquisition,  according  to  testimony  present¬ 
ed  to  your  committee  by  representatives 
of  the  Army.  The  National  Parks  Associa¬ 
tion  urges  as  strongly  as  possible  that  this 
land  acquisition  request  be  denied  by  your 
committee. 

Army  witnesses  stated  this  money  was  to 
be  used  to  acquire  20,300  acres  of  privately 
owned  land  adjacent  to  the  Wichita  Moun¬ 
tains  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  and  10,000 
acres  within  the  refuge  itself.  Although 
they  asserted  this  would  not  affect  recrea¬ 
tional  or  wildlife  values  significantly,  they 
had  been  advised  this  land  is  of  critical  im¬ 
portance  for  these  purposes.  Within  the 
refuge,  the  area  includes  its  most  beautiful 
mountains  and  three  lakes  essential  to  wild¬ 
life.  The  private  lands  to  the  south  have 
considerable  importance  with  respect  to  rec¬ 
reation  and  wildlife. 

This  refuge  receives  greater  recreational 
use  than  any  other  in  the  refuge  system, 
and  is  the  most  valuable  recreational  prop¬ 
erty  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  and  Texas, 
a  region  otherwise  almost  devoid  of  such 
facilities.  It  supports  great  number  of  bison, 
deer,  and  other  mammals,  and  the  only  rep¬ 
resentative  herd  of  long-horn  cattle  extant, 
all  of  which  use  the  areas  proposed  to  be 
acquired  as  an  essential  part  of  their  range. 

We  understand  it  is  intended  to  use  this 
land  as  an  atomic  artillery  range.  A  more 
catastrophic  misuse  of  this  refuge  and  its 
environs  could  hardly  be  conceived,  and  the 
activity  would  inevitably  spread  destruction 
beyond  the  lands  directly  involved.  Safety 
and  security  precautions  would  almost  cer¬ 
tainly  prevent  any  significant  recreational 
use  of  the  area  in  any  event. 

In  1953,  Army  authorities  made  a  direct 
attempt  to  gain  jurisdiction  over  the  whole 
refuge,  and  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  pre¬ 
sume  their  ambition  has  not  changed.  The 
military  now  controls  hundreds  of  square 
miles  of  desert  where  such  activities  can  be 
conducted  with  minimum  damage;  if  there 
is  some  slight  inconvenience  involved,  that 


is  a  small  price  to  pay  for  preservation  of 
one  of  the  best  recreational  and  wildlife 
reserves  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  reply  to  our  protest  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  of  April  6,  1953,  we  were 
advised  studies  following  the  deletion  of  the 
similar  land  acquisition  item  from  the  1954 
budget  demonstrated  this  acquisition  was 
not  necessary. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Department  of  the  Army  have  long  had  sound 
working  agreements  that  permit  use  of  some 
refuge  lands  for  nondestructive  military 
purposes,  and  these  have  been  functioning 
without  disadvantage  to  either  department. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army’s  letter  reads: 

“The  Army  has  decided  to  endeavor  to 
carry  out  its  mission  at  Fort  Sill  without 
acquiring  additional  land,  either  privately 
owned  or  in  the  refuge,  for  an  indefinite 
period  in  an  effort  to  determine  if  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  range  requirements  can  be  resolved 
short  of  acquisition.  Accordingly,  there  are 
no  plans  for  expansion  into  the  wildlife 
refuge  in  the  immediate  future.” 

We  accepted  this  reassurance  in  good  faith, 
and  asumed  the  Secretary  was  honest  in 
his  statement.  His  letter  has  not  been  can¬ 
celed,  and  the  conditions  promoting  it  do. 
not  appear  to  have  been  changed.  There 
appears  to  be  no  justification  whatever 
for  the  revival  of  this  proposal,  and  we  urge 
it  be  denied,  and  that  your  committee  ad¬ 
vise  the  Army  authorities  such  acquisition 
will  not  be  allowed  unless  and  until  a  na¬ 
tional  emergency  arises  that  is  so  serious  as 
to  make  it  essential  to  the  national  security. 

It  is  requested  this  letter  be  made  a  part 
of  the  official  record. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Fred  M.  Packard, 
Executive  Secretary. 

Whereas  the  Oklahoma  Ornithological 
Society,  Inc.,  has  been  informed  that  an  at¬ 
tempt  is  being  made  to  include  in  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill  the  amount  of  $2,300,000  to  be 
used  for  the  purchase  of  land  adjoining  the 
Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge  and  to 
transfer  a  portion  of  the  wildlife  refuge  to 
the  military;  and 

Whereas  the  said  wildlife  refuge  is  one  of 
the  few  remaining  untouched  areas  of  our 
country  abounding  in  buffalo,  deer,  elk,  ante¬ 
lope,  wild  turkey,  and  other  forms  of  wild¬ 
life  including  the  only  remaining  herd  of 
longhorn  cattle;  and 

Whereas  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  important  as  an  education  and 
scientific  area  and  its  wildlife  and  recrea¬ 
tional  values  cannot  be  replaced;  and 

Whereas  we  believe  that  the  invasion  of 
this  refuge  by  the  military  places  in  jeopardy 
all  of  the  area  of  the  Wichita  Mountains 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  all  such  national  parks 
and  monuments;  and 

Whereas  we  believe  that  the  preservation 
of  the  natural  beauty  of  our  country  and  the 
protection  of  its  disappearing  wildlife  is  im¬ 
portant  to  the  American  way  of  life;  and 

Whereas,  acreage  in  less  populated  and 
unused  areas  is  available  and  offers  less 
danger  to  the  lives  of  many  people:  There¬ 
fore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Oklahoma  Ornitho¬ 
logical  Society,  Inc.,  assembled  in  its  annual 
State  meeting  at  Craterville  Park,  expresses 
its  disapproval  of  the  efforts  being  made  to 
acquire  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife 
Refuge  to  be  used  for  military  purposes;  and 
be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  made  a  part  of  the  permanent  records 
of  the  Oklahoma  Ornithological  Society, 
Inc.,  and  that  copies  be  sent  to  the  Oklahoma 
delegation  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  other  interested  persons. 

J.  E.  Martin, 

President. 

Attest: 

Helen  Bangs, 

Secretary. 


Resolution  of  the  Tulsa,  Okla.,  Audubon 
Society 

Whereas  the  Tulsa  Audubon  Society  has 
been  informed  by  the  press  that  an  attempt 
is  being  made  to  include  in  an  appropriation 
bill  the  amount  of  $2,300,000  to  be  used  for 
the  purchase  of  land  adjoining  the  Wichita 
Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge  and  to  transfer 
a  portion  of  the  wildlife  refuge  to  the  mili¬ 
tary;  and 

Whereas  the  said  wildlife  refuge  is  one  of 
the  few  remaining  untouched  areas  of  our 
country  abounding  in  buffalo,  deer,  elk,  ante¬ 
lope,  wild  turkey,  and  other  forms  of  wild¬ 
life,  including  the  only  remaining  herd  of 
longhorn  cattle;  and 

Whereas  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  important  as  an  educational  and 
scientific  area  and  its  wildlife  and  recrea¬ 
tional  values  cannot  be  replaced;  and 

Whereas,  we  believe  that  the  invasion  of 
this  refuge  by  the  military  places  in  jeopardy 
all  of  the  area  of  the  Wichita  Mountains 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  all  such  national  parks 
and  monuments;  and 

Whereas  we  believe  that  the  preservation 
of  the  natural  beauty  of  our  country  and  the 
protection  of  its  disappearing  wildlife  is  im¬ 
portant  to  the  American  way  of  life;  and 
Whereas  acreage  in  less  populated  and  un¬ 
used  areas  is  available  and  offers  less  danger 
to  the  lives  of  many  people:  Therefore  be  it 
Resolved,  That  the  Tulsa  Audubon  Society, 
assembled  in  a  general  meeting  in  Tulsa  ex¬ 
presses  its  disapproval  of  the  efforts  being 
made  to  acquire  the  Wichita  Mountains 
Wildlife  Refuge  to  be  used  for  military  pur¬ 
poses;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
made  a  part  of  the  permanent  records  of  the 
Tulsa  Audubon  Society,  and  that  copies  be 
sent  to  the  Oklahoma  delegation  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  and  to  other  influ¬ 
ential  persons. 

Approved  April  29,  1955. 

Alfred  Steitz,  Jr., 

Vice  President. 

Mrs.  Ralph  Kelting, 

Secretary. 

Preservation  of  the  Wildlife  Refuge  System 
Whereas  America’s  wildlife  refuges  are 
relatively  small,  strategically  located  areas 
of  particular  importance  to  the  conservation 
of  native  plants  and  animals;  and 

Whereas  the  Wichita  Mountains  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  is  an  outstanding  and  his¬ 
torical  refuge,  possessing  scientific,  educa¬ 
tional,  and  recreational  values;  and 

Whereas  the  United  States  Army  desires 
to  acquire  this  area  by  transfer  and  the  sur¬ 
rounding  lands  by  purchase  for  an  artillery 
range,  thereby  obliterating  the  refuge  and 
destroying  its  unique  collection  of  fauna 
and  native  grassland;  and 

Whereas  such  an  act  would  jeopardize 
other  refuges  which  might  be  desired  by 
other  or  the  same  agencies;  and 

Whereas  the  Oklahoma  Federation  of 
Garden  Clubs  is  strongly  opposed  to  an  un¬ 
necessary  abandonment  of  a  refuge  as  ade¬ 
quate  alternate  sites  are  available;  There¬ 
fore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  National  Council  of 
State  Garden  Clubs,  assembled  in  Chicago, 
Ill.,  on  the  25th  day  of  May  1955,  urges  that 
Congress  withhold  sanction  and  funds  for 
the  purchase  of  the  lands  around  the  re¬ 
fuge  for  military  use;  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Department  of  the 
Army  withdraw  plans  for  the  acquisition  of 
the  refuge  lands;  further 

Resolved,  That  the  National  Council  ex¬ 
presses  its  opposition  to  the  reduction  or 
abandonment  of  wildlife  refuges  so  long 
as  the  resources  which  they  preserve  are 
dependent  upon  such  protection  for  their 
continued  existence;  further 

Resolved,  That  this  resolution  appear  in 
a  forthcoming  issue  of  the  National  Gar¬ 
dener. 
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Presented  by  Paul  Shepard,  conservation 
chairman, 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi,  to  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
and  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota, 
who  have  worked  so  hard  on  the  pending 
bill,  that  the  reason  why  I  share  the  mis¬ 
givings  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
is  that  all  over  the  country  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  pressure  to  reduce  the  size 
of  the  national  parks  and  the  national 
forests  and  the  wildlife  refuges.  In  my 
own  State  there  is  a  great  deal  of  pres¬ 
sure  to  cut  down  the  size  of  the  Tule 
Lake  Wildlife  Refuge  in  northern  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  southeastern  Oregon.  There 
is  also  a  great  deal  of  pressure  to  reduce 
the  size  of  the  Hart  Mountain  Refuge. 

In  the  State  of  Washington,  as  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
knows,  certain  lumber  companies  would 
like  to  reduce  the  size  of  the  Olympic 
National  Park.  I  feel  none  of  the  situa¬ 
tions  can  be  separated  one  from  the 
other. 

Furthermore,  as  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  so  frankly  admitted, 
taking  10,700  acres  from  the  Wichita 
Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge  will  not  help 
the  refuge,  of  course.  Anyone  as  can¬ 
did  as  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will 
admit  that  once  the  10,700  acres  have 
been  taken  for  other  purposes,  the  value 
of  the  wildlife  refuge  will  be  impaired. 
Of  course  the  next  reduction  will  be 
much  easier  to  make.  Certainly  there 
can  be  no  doubt  about  that. 

As  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Monroney]  knows,  the  Wichita  Moun¬ 
tains  Wildlife  Refuge  is  one  of  the  most 
historic  wildlife  refuges  in  the  United 
States.  I  believe  it  was  established  as 
long  ago  as  1905  by  President  Theodore 
Roosevelt,  who  was  one  of  the  most  il¬ 
lustrious  conservationists. 

I  know  the  distinguished  members  of 
the  subcommittee  will  scrutinize  very 
carefully  the  whole  situation  before  an 
appropriation  is  made  and  before  the 
Army  is  authorized  to  go  ahead  with  the 
project  and  take  land  from  the  Wichita 
Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  knows 
that  thousands  of  people  in  his  own  State 
have  had  the  privilege  of  enjoying  whole¬ 
some  recreation  in  this  area,  and  that 
once  it  is  seriously  breached  and  de¬ 
stroyed,  its  usefulness  as  a  recreation 
facility  will  be  gone.  I  thank  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  for  their  careful 
consideration  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  entirely  in  sym¬ 
pathy  with  the  Senator’s  sentiments  and 
remarks.  I  assure  him  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee  will  do  all  they 
can,  when  the  matter  comes  before  the 
subcommittee  again,  to  preserve  the 
wildlife  refuge,  with  all  its  functions. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  wish  to  express  my 
apprehension  with  regard  to  the  naval 
magazine  installation  at  Port  Chicago, 
Calif.,  which  is  provided  for  on  page  96 
of  the  bill,  in  lines  22  and  23,  as  follows: 

Naval  magazine.  Port  Chicago,  Calif.:  Ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,929,000. 


The  committee,  in  its  report,  at  page 
12,  states: 

While  the  land  acquisition  at  Port  Chi¬ 
cago  has  been  approved,  the  committee  is 
seriously  disturbed  that  entire  towns,  in¬ 
cluding  Port  Chicago,  will  be  left  within  the 
danger  zone.  The  committee  believes  that 
the  Department  of  Defense  should  restudy 
the  safety  problem  at  Port  Chicago  and  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Congress  a  program  that  will 
comply  with  the  Department’s  own  regula¬ 
tions  on  safety  distances  at  this  location. 

I  have  been  informed  that  the  House 
committee,  in  considering  the  request  of 
the  Navy  Department  for  money  with 
which  to  purchase  additional  properties, 
was  greatly  concerned  with  the  problem 
involved  at  Port  Chicago,  particularly 
with  respect  to  the  town  itself,  and  for 
that  reason  declined  to  approve  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Navy  Department. 

My  colleague  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]  is  not  in  the  Chamber  at 
the  moment,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  speak 
for  him,  but  I  do  wish  most  urgently  to 
remind  my  friend,  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  that  the  city  of  Port  Chi- 
ago,  which  is  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
area,  was  almost  completely  destroyed 
during  World  War  II  by  a  tragic  explo¬ 
sion  of  ammunition,  which  had  been 
stored  there. 

I  believe  the  Navy  Department,  in  its 
desire  to  purchase  additional  land,  has 
been  influenced  in  part  by  considera¬ 
tions  of  safety.  My  point  is  that  the 
decision  of  the  Navy  Department  should 
be  so  provably  correct  that  no  one  would 
be  able  to  quarrel  with  it.  By  reason  of 
the  concern  felt  by  the  people  of  that 
community,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
accept  the  recommendation  of  the  Navy 
Department. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  declined  to  approve  the  item,  I 
wonder  whether  I  may  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
if,  during  the  conference  on  the  bill, 
the  position  which  the  Members  of  the 
House  committee  took  will  be  thoroughly 
explored. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  can  certainly  assure 
the  Senator  from  California  that  that 
situation  will  be  thoroughly  explored, 
and  that  the  reasoning  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  committee  will  be  care¬ 
fully  considered.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
serious  problems  that  came  before  the 
committee  in  its  consideration  of  the 
bill.  We  tried  to  effect  a  consolidation 
of  the  two  ammunition  bases  in  that 
area,  but  that  proved  to  be  impracticable. 
We  therefore  authorized  the  acquisition 
of  the  land  at  Port  Chicago.  However, 
we  still  had  great  concern,  even  after 
doing  it.  We  were  greatly  concerned  by 
the  entire  problem.  The  problem  will 
remain  with  us  even  if  the  land  is  ac¬ 
quired.  There  is  no  absolute  solution 
to  it.  The  matter  will  be  brought  back 
to  the  committee,  and  we  will  consider 
any  suggestion  which  may  be  made  to 
us. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Jackson]  is  personally  familiar  with  the 
location  and  with  its  history.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  him  for  a  statement,  if 
he  desires  to  make  one. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  The  only  comment  I 
wish  to  make  is  that  I  believe  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 


tee  has  made  an  excellent  statement  on 
the  situation.  As  the  chairman  has  in¬ 
dicated,  the  committee  was  in  a  terrible 
dilemma  on  this  matter.  $30  million 
has  been  invested  at  Port  Chicago.  The 
replacement  cost  is  $70  million.  We 
were  confronted  with  a  land  acquisition 
program  which  was  entirely  inadequate 
to  provide  even  the  security  established 
by  the  Defense  Department. 

I  certainly  share  the  concern  of  the 
members  of  the  subcommittee  and  the 
concern  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Kuchel]. 
I  shall  keep  an  open  mind — as  I  know 
the  other  members  of  the  committee  will 
also — in  trying  to  find  a  solution  to  the 
problem.  I  believe  it  requires  further 
explanation.  It  is  certainly  a  very  bad 
situation  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  appreciate  the  com¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
particularly  because  there  is  a  continu¬ 
ing  hazard  at  Port  Chicago,  Calif.  I 
appreciate  the  fact  that  we  are  con¬ 
sidering  an  authorization  bill,  not  an 
appropriation  bill,  and  the  Senator’s 
statement  relative  to  the  required  justi¬ 
fication,  which  the  committee  will  re¬ 
quire  the  Defense  Department  to  pro¬ 
duce  before  any  moneys  will  be  made 
available,  is  satisfactory.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  there  is  any  reasonable  ground 
upon  which  the  present  decision  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  is  based,  I  would 
urge  the  conference  committee  to  go 
slowly.  If  I  understand  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington,  the 
whole  matter  will  be  completely  re¬ 
explored  in  the  conference  committee. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  wish  to  assure  the 
Senator  that  we  shall  look  into  it  very 
carefully.  I  might  add  that,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  probably  knows  from  the  record,  we 
spent  considerable  time  listening  to  out¬ 
side  witnesses  and  we  went  into  the 
whole  question  thoroughly.  I  hope  that 
a  better  solution  may  be  reached  than 
that  which  has  been  proposed  by  the 
Army  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  am  most  grateful  to 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

I  should  like  to  make  this  brief  state¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  problem. 

The  authorization  for  land  acquisition, 
if  followed  by  an  appropriation,  would 
effectively  remove  approximately  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  taxable  real  property  of  the 
county  involved.  If  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand,  the  Defense  Department  would 
not  utilize  this  land  by  way  of  any  im¬ 
provement  until  M-day.  If  that  be  true, 
it  constitutes  another  reason  for  pro¬ 
ceeding  slowly,  and  I  think  that  is  some¬ 
thing  which  the  conference  might  well 
consider. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
notice  that  in  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
committee  the  Fort  Jackson,  S.  C.,  medi¬ 
cal  facility  has  been  stricken  from  the 
bill.  The  House  had  included  the  sum 
of  $3  million  for  that  item  in  the  bill  as 
it  came  to  the  Senate.  I  wish  to  assure 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  that  there 
is  a  dire  need  for  that  facility  at  the 
present  time,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
the  attitude  of  Senators  so  far  as  con- 
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cerns  giving  the  item  due  consideration 
when  it  comes  before  the  conference. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  an  open  question. 
We  did  not  hear,  consider,  and  then  re¬ 
ject  the  item  of  the  hospital  for  Ft.  Jack- 
son.  We  have  an  open  mind  on  the 
question,  and  have  in  mind  very  distinct¬ 
ly  and  definitely  the  idea  of  giving  it 
every  consideration  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
wanted  to  bring  it  to  the  attention  of 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  at 
this  time.  I  imagine  the  House  will  want 
the  item  to  be  retained.  I  wished  to 
ascertain,  if  I  could,  the  attitude  of  the 
Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  certainly  shall  give 
it  most  sympathetic  consideration  in 
the  conference.  As  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  has 
pointed  out,  we  did  not  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  in  the  committee  to  consider  the 
matter  on  a  formal  basis.  The  ques¬ 
tion,  of  course,  will  be  taken  up  in  its 
entirety  in  the  conference,  and  I  wish 
to  assure  the  distinguished  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  and  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  that  I  shall  give  it  most  sym¬ 
pathetic  consideration. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  notice  that  the  bill  has  been  changed 
with  reference  to  the  Charleston,  S.  C., 
Air  Force  base  in  several  particulars. 
When  we  speak  of  air  defense  we  real¬ 
ize  that  we  must  keep  prepared  in  the 
air  to  meet  all  opposition  which  might 
come  in  case  of  another  war.  I,  for 
one,  feel  that  this  item  is  very  impor¬ 
tant  and  that  it  should  be  retained. 
I  should  like  to  get  the  attitude  of  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  that 
particular  item. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  We  appreciate  the  in¬ 
terest  and  the  comment  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  and  I  assure  him 
that  the  item  to  which  he  now  refers 
is  in  the  same  category  as  the  one  pre¬ 
viously  explained. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  I  feel 
the  same  way  about  it. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  I  thank  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Mississippi.  I 
should  like  to  invite  his  attention  and 
the  attention  of  the  other  members  of 
the  committee  to  the  importance  of  the 
hospital  at  Fort  Jackson.  During 
World  War  II  no  other  camp  trained 
more  soldiers  than  did  Fort  Jackson. 
It  is  an  installation  containing  more 
than  200,000  acres  of  land,  with  hun¬ 
dreds  and  hundreds  of  buildings,  and 
it  is  one  of  the  finest  training  grounds 
to  be  found  anywhere.  The  nature  of 
the  soil  is  such  that  shortly  after  a  rain 
the  soldiers  can  resume  training.  There 
is  an  absence  of  mud  and  other  de¬ 
terrent  factors. 

We  must  preserve  this  splendid  train¬ 
ing  camp  for  the  Defense  Department. 
For  a  long  time  there  has  been  a  vital 
need  for  a  permanent  hospital  there. 
The  hospital  existing  at  the  present  time 
is  a  frame  building  which  is  not  in  good 


repair  and  is  not  adequate  to  meet  the 
situation.  I  am  sure  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  feels  that  there  is  a  great  need 
for  a  modern  hospital.  The  people  of 
Fort  Jackson  and  Columbia  also  realize 
the  need  for  it. 

We  are  anxious  to  have  the  item  re¬ 
tained,  but  for  reasons  which  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee  have 
told  me,  my  distinguished  colleague  and 
I  have  decided  not  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  at  this  time.  We  appreciate  the 
attitude  of  the  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  with  reference  to  taking  the  matter 
to  conference.  It  is  a  worthwhile  au¬ 
thorization,  and  we  shall  appreciate 
every  consideration  that  can  be  given  to 
the  matter  in  conference. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
has  spoken  to  me  about  the  matter  sev¬ 
eral  times,  and  there  is  considerable 
merit  in  his  statement.  There  seems  to 
be  some  question  as  to  whether  Camp 
Jackson  as  a  whole  is  in  the  category  of 
what  is  called  a  permanent  installation, 
or  whether  it  is  in  the  category  of  a  war¬ 
time  training  camp.  Naturally,  whether 
it  is  in  one  or  the  other  of  those  cate¬ 
gories,  has  some  bearing  on  the  question. 

As  I  have  said,  there  is  some  question 
as  to  whether  the  camp  is  of  a  permanent 
character  or  is  more  of  a  wartime  train¬ 
ing  installation.  I  think  some  evidence 
on  that  point  might  be  presented  to  the 
members  of  the  committee  with  profit 
before  the  conference  takes  place. 

Another  point  is  that  the  $8  million 
suggested  is  a  larger  allocation  for  a  hos¬ 
pital  than  was  presented,  so  far  as  I  can 
remember,  for  any  other  hospital  in  the 
entire  bill.  Most  hospital  units  have 
carried  a  smaller  amount. 

I  think  there  should  be  some  showing 
as  to  why  an  $8  million  hospital  should 
be  proposed,  when  for  most  installations, 
even  when  they  are  of  a  permanent  na¬ 
ture,  a  lesser  figure  has  been  provided. 

I  say  that  in  all  candor  and  because  I 
think  evidence  on  those  points  would  be 
proper  for  the  conference  committee  to 
consider. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the  two 
Senators  from  South  Carolina  have  cer¬ 
tainly  impressed  the  subcommittee  with 
their  interest  and  with  the  need  for  this 
hospital.  Senator  Johnston  of  South 
Carolina  has  conferred  with  me  many 
times  on  the  floor  about  it,  and  Senator 
Thurmond  has  written  to  me  about  it 
and  has  explained  and  repeatedly  urged 
the  merits  of  the  matter  in  conferences. 
I  wish  to  assure  them  that  the  matter 
will  have  full  consideration,  but  we  can¬ 
not  make  any  commitment  as  to  what  we 
can  agree  to. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  that  my  in¬ 
formation  is  that  there  has  never  been 
a  formal  order  contravening  the  order 
of  General  Marshall,  placing  Fort  Jack- 
son  on  a  permanent  basis.  Several  years 
ago,  for  some  reason.  Fort  Jackson  was 
omitted  from  the  permanent  list,  but 
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there  has  not  been  a  formal  order  strik¬ 
ing  it  from  the  permanent  list  of  sta¬ 
tions.  I  am  quite  certain  the  records  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  will  bear  out 
my  information  on  that  point. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  may  supplement  the  state¬ 
ment  by  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  by  observing  that  I  think  it  would 
be  helpful  if  we  had  some  information  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  other  buildings  on 
the  post — that  is,  other  new  construction 
of  a  permanent,  temporary,  or  mobiliza¬ 
tion  type.  I  am  not  expecting  an  answer 
to  my  suggestion  now;  but  in  the  very 
finest  spirit  of  friendship  and  candor  I 
mention  this,  because  I  think  when 
specific  information  of  that  sort  is  avail¬ 
able,  it  helps  a  committee  in  conference. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  admired  greatly 
the  interest  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Thurmond]  in  all 
matters  pertaining  to  national  defense. 
He  has  come  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  on  many  occasions,  par¬ 
ticularly  at  times  when  the  committee 
was  considering  the  subject  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment.  His  experience  in  this  field  is 
always  helpful,  I  can  assure  him.  There¬ 
fore,  his  presentation  in  connection  with 
this  matter  will  receive  very  serious  con¬ 
sideration. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  The  kinds  words 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  are 
highly  appreciated.  Although  there  are 
no  brick  buildings  that  I  know  of  on  the 
base,  there  are  some  very  fine  buildings, 
nevertheless.  Since  there  has  been  no 
formal  order  striking  Fort  Jackson  from 
the  permanent  list  of  stations — as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  it  should  still  be  on  the  list — 
consideration  of  the  item  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  will  be  appreciated. 

The  Charleston  Air  Force  base  is  one 
of  the  finest  to  be  found  anywhere.  The 
people  of  Charleston  and  Columbia  have 
been  most  cooperative  with  the  service 
personnel.  It  is  my  sincere  hope  that 
the  appropriation  for  the  Charleston  Air 
Force  base  will  be  restored  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference. 

We  are  living  today  in  a  very  dan¬ 
gerous  age,  an  age  in  which  a  plane, 
in  22  minutes’  time,  can  bomb  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  It  is  an  age  in  which  aircraft  can 
fly  from  Moscow  to  Los  Angeles  in  10  y2 
hours,  from  Moscow  to  Chicago  in  71,/2 
hours,  and  from  Moscow  to  Washington 
in  8y2  hours. 

I  feel  that  the  defense  appropriations 
for  the  air  bases  are  most  essential.  It 
is  my  earnest  hope  that  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  Charleston  Air  Force  base 
will  be  retained. 

Again,  I  express  my  deep  appreciation 
to  the  able  junior  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  and  his  distinguished  colleagues 
for  their  encouragement  and  their  sin¬ 
cere  consideration  of  these  appropria¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  What 
I  am  about  to  say  is  intended  more  to 
help  the  committee  in  the  future  than 
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to  be  of  any  assistance  in  connection 
with  what  the  Senate  is  considering  this 
morning.  I  assume  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  in  considering  the  appro¬ 
priations,  has  given  much  attention  to 
the  consolidation  of  stations  and  posts 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  committee  cer¬ 
tainly  gave  consideration  to  that  sub¬ 
ject.  I  do  not  know  if  we  have  made 
much  progress,  but  we  have  urged  the 
consideration  of  the  matter,  and  I  think 
something  was  accomplished  along  that 
line  before  the  bill  came  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  I  real¬ 
ize  that  it  is  a  most  difficut  problem. 
In  my  own  State,  we  feel  that  our  in¬ 
stallations  probably  are  the  most  im¬ 
portant  from  a  national  defense  stand¬ 
point.  However,  since  there  has  been  a 
consolidation  of  the  land,  sea,  and  air 
forces  in  one  department,  it  seems  to 
me  that  a  great  number  of  posts  and  sta¬ 
tions  throughout  the  United  States  could 
be  eliminated.  That  would  apply  prob¬ 
ably  particularly  to  the  service  side  of 
the  Armed  Forces.  Every  post  or  sta¬ 
tion  requires  a  commander,  a  certain 
amount  of  staff,  and  protection.  Per¬ 
sonnel  are  being  used  for  servicing  the 
posts  who  probably  should  be  a  part  of 
the  combat  forces. 

The  time  has  come  when  the  cost  of 
defense  in  this  country  must  be  reduced. 
I  think  much  could  be  done  to  accom¬ 
plish  that  end. 

I  know  that  in  Pennsylvania  we  will 
strongly  object  to  the  removal  of  any 
post  or  station.  I  do  not  remember  now 
the  number  of  establishments  that  are 
located  in  Pennsylvania.  However,  I 
merely  say  this  to  encourage  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  excellent  committee  to  study  the 
matter  further.  It  will  be  up  to  all  of 
us  to  assist  in  every  possible  way  to 
eliminate  obsolete  military,  naval,  and 
Air  Force  installations. 

Much  more  ground  is  needed  now  for 
the  training  of  troops  than  was  formerly 
the  case,  even  at  the  close  of  World  War 
I.  Instead  of  15,000  or  20,000  acres, 
250,000  acres  are  now  needed  in  order 
properly  to  train  the  ground  forces.  In 
like  manner,  air  bases  having  much 
longer  runways  are  now  necessary. 

I  think  the  time  has  come  when  all 
of  us  must  assist  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  in  every  way  possible  in 
order  to  bring  out  the  facts  and  to 
assist  in  effecting  greater  economy. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  members  of  the 
committee  appreciate  the  sentiments 
and  the  excellent  contribution  to  the 
discussion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  should 
like  to  add  a  few  words  in  reference  to 
what  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  has  said.  Emphasis  or  attention 
is  generally  devoted  to  the  items  which 
are  contained  in  a  bill.  Of  course,  the 
bill  under  consideration  deals  partially 
with  new  authorizations;  but  one  of  the 
important  jobs  of  the  subcommittee  is  to 
pass  upon  real  estate  disposal  proposals 
for  the  selling  or  liquidation  of  excess 


land  areas.  That  is  done  in  sessions  of 
the  committee  which  are  held  on  call 
of  the  committee;  no  special  publicity  is 
given  to  those  sessions. 

However,  I  think  that  in  view  of  the 
remarks  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  it  would  be  helpful  if  the 
clerk  of  the  committee  were  to  compile, 
for  the  Record,  a  summary  of  the  dis¬ 
posal  projects  which  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  subcommittee  during  the 
past  year.  I  myself  have  been  im¬ 
pressed  by  the  increasing  number  of 
projects  which  have  come  before  the 
committee.  A  tract  of  land  may  con¬ 
sist  of  a  fraction  of  an  acre,  or  in  some 
instances  several  acres.  But  I  dare  say, 
as  a  guess,  that  the  committee  at  this 
session  of  Congress  has  approved  not  less 
than  20  or  30  disposal  projects,  compris¬ 
ing  land  which  has  been  declared  excess 
to  the  needs  of  some  branch  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment.  It  would  be  en¬ 
lightening  for  all  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  know  what  has  been  and  is  taking 
place  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  We  appreciate  the 
recommendation  made  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  First  let  me  com¬ 
pliment  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
and  his  subcommittee,  and  the  whole 
committee,  for  what  I  consider  a  very 
excellent  job  done  in  presenting  this 
most  important  bill. 

I  wished  to  ask  a  few  questions  relat¬ 
ing  to  family  housing.  The  Senator  is, 
of  course  familiar  with  the  provision 
for  housing  for  military  personnel  under 
an  insured  mortgage  plan,  which  was 
contained  in  the  overall  housing  bill 
recently  passed  by  the  Senate.  Does 
this  bill  in  any  way  replace,  displace,  or 
supplant  such  housing,  or  is  it  supple¬ 
mental  to  it? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  committee  does 
not  have  the  idea  that  the  bill  displaces 
the  program  of  housing  contained  in  the 
bill  presented  by  the  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  Committee.  We  think  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  represents  the  primary  military¬ 
housing  program,  and  that  the  program 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Alabam  re¬ 
ferred  is  a  supplemental  program;  but 
in  my  opinion  there  is  no  conflict  be¬ 
tween  the  two,  under  present  conditions. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  noticed  there  was 
a  discussion  with  reference  to  Wherry 
housing.  Might  I  assume  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  in  mind  such  housing,  even 
though  the  bill  does  not  specifically  refer 
to  Wherry  housing? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  Reference  was  made  to  so-called 
Wherry  housing  or  a  similar  plan. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  take  it  from  the 
statements  in  the  report  that  the  great 
deficiency  which  exists  in  military  hous¬ 
ing  is  recognized,  and  that  over  a  period 
of  a  number  of  years  it  will  be  necessary 
to  use  all  possible  means  in  order  to  at¬ 
tain  our  goal.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  the  effort  will 
continue  for  some  time. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  There  have  been 
complaints  which  I  wish  particularly  to 
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call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi.  With  reference  to  housing 
bills  authorizing  direct  appropriations 
for  different  branches  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices,  oftentimes  housing  will  be  built  at  a 
particular  installation  without  taking 
adequately  into  consideration  the  hous¬ 
ing  needs  of  the  community  as  a  whole, 
or  the  ability  of  the  community  as  a 
whole  to  supply  housing.  For  example, 
we  have  heard  of  a  number  of  instances 
of  private  industry  having  gone  into  an 
area  and  built  houses  which  were  being 
rented  at  reasonable  figures,  and  then 
the  military  establishment  building 
houses  on  its  own.  As  a  result  there  was 
created  a  surplus  of  housing  in  the  par¬ 
ticular  area.  Is  there  any  provision  in 
this  bill  to  make  certain  that  an  analysis 
of  the  situation  prevailing  in  a  certain 
area  will  be  made  before  housing  is  built?. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  justification  sheets 
presented  to  the  subcommittee  repre¬ 
sented  that  consideration  had  been  given 
to  each  line  item.  Consideration  had 
been  given  to  civilian  housing,  to  so- 
called  Wherry  housing,  and  other  so- 
called  insured  housing.  In  addition  to 
that,  it  was  shown  that  there  was  a  need 
for  the  particular  line  item  of  housing 
Indicated. 

Let  me  say  that  the  housing  bill  which 
is  now  before  the  Congress  inquires  that 
military  housing  shall  be  cleared  through 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  We  have  been 
assured  by  Assistant  Secretary  Floete, 
who  is  the  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  in  these  matters,  that 
there  will  be  coordination  and  planning. 
Based  on  his  successful  consideration  of 
like  matters  in  other  fields,  I  think  that 
so  far  as  the  point  the  Senator  is  making 
is  concerned,  we  may  expect  improve¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Under  this  bill  is 
each  branch  of  the  armed  services  simply 
authorized  to  build  so  many  units,  and 
then  must  it  come  back  to  Congress  for 
an  appropriation? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  These  are  specific  au¬ 
thorizations  for  particular  bases.  Unless 
land  has  to  be  acquired,  the  Department 
does  not  have  to  come  back  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  but  it  does  have  to  get  an  ap¬ 
propriation. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  committee  has 
studied  each  of  these  locations  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  availability  of  private 
housing,  and  has  been  satisfied  that 
there  is  a  deficit  and  that  the  housing 
provided  for  by  the  bill  is  needed.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  armed  services 
will  not  be  authorized  to  build  other 
projects  without  coming  back  to  the 
committee  and  asking  for  them.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  additional  authorizations? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct.  We 
have  had  an  understanding  that  even 
though  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee  bill,  if  it  should  become  law,  will 
not  require  express  approval  by  the  sub¬ 
committee,  at  the  same  time  the  sub¬ 
committee  will  be  taking  appropriate 
matters  into  consideration,  and  will 
make  reports  available,  and  advise  and 
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counsel  as  to  the  progress  of  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  will  recall  that  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill  along  that  line  was 
accepted. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  There  is  one  other 
phase,  that  of  cost,  about  which  I  should 
like  to  inquire.  I  notice  that  the  average 
cost  for  buildings  in  the  continental 
United  States  is  $13,480.  That  is  very 
close  to  the  figure  provided  in  the  other 
bill,  which  I  think  was  $13,750,  including 
utilities  and  site  preparation.  The  site 
preparation  does  not  include  the  value  of 
the  land,  does  it? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  does  not. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  includes  making 
the  land  ready  for  the  builder,  does  it 
not? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  Senator  may 
recall  that  our  late  beloved  colleague,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Senator  Maybank,  who  was  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee,  used  to  object  to  the  high  cost  of 
housing  built  by  the  Armed  Forces  under 
direct  authorization.  Does  the  Senator 
feel  that  situation  will  be  pretty  well  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  pending  bill? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  our  opinion  that 
that  problem  has  been  met,  and  that  a 
reasonable  unit  cost  basis  has  been  ar¬ 
rived  at. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  With  reference  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  me,  let  me  say 
that  I  was  not  assuming  the  other  bill 
would  become  law.  Even  if  it  does  not 
become  law,  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
has  promised  that  the  programs  involv¬ 
ing  housing  will  be  at  least  cleared  by 
our  subcommittee.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  has  raised  a  good  point, 
and  I  commend  him  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  studied  with  gratification 
the  very  important  report  submitted  on 
Thursday  by  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  authorizing  construction  at 
military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  instal¬ 
lations. 

The  significant  place  my  own  State  of 
Texas  occupies  in  the  national-defense 
picture  is  evidenced  by  the  long  list  of 
construction  projects  authorized  for  mili¬ 
tary  installations  located  there.  Texans 
always  have  been  proud,  and  with  rea¬ 
son,  of  their  contributions  in  peace  and 
war  to  our  national  security. 

These  construction  projects  are  im¬ 
portant  and  necessary,  in  keeping  our 
physical  defenses  up  to  date,  in  provid¬ 
ing  training  facilities  second  to  none  in 
the  world,  and  in  building  the  morale  of 
our  men  in  uniform. 

Speaking  for  the  Texas  communities 
which  will  be  affected  by  these  projects, 
I  can  say  with  assurance  that  they  will 
continue  to  offer  the  fullest  cooperation 
to  our  armed  services  and  to  welcome  the 
military  personnel  manning  these  instal¬ 
lations. 


Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
members  of  the  Armed  Services  Sub¬ 
committee  deserve  high  praise  for  doing, 
and  doing  well,  a  hard  and  painstaking — 
and  eminently  necessary — job.  They 
have  made  a  noteworthy  contribution  to 
our  national  defense,  and  I  wish  to  ex¬ 
press  my  personal  appreciation  for  their 
fine  work. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Mississippi  will  remember, 
I  called  his  attention  to  a  project  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  southern  part  of  my  State, 
but  I  took  no  part  in  the  committee’s 
consideration  of  the  project,  except  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
the  Appropriation  Committee’s  policy  of 
insisting  upon  the  selection  of  the  best 
possible  place,  at  the  least  cost  to  the 
taxpayers,  for  any  military  training  fa¬ 
cility  including  naval  training. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Navy  basic  train¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  New  Iberia,  where  the  new  naval 
airbase  is  to  be  built,  is  within  100  miles 
of  Houma,  the  site  of  a  naval  air  facility 
which  was  built  during  World  War  II. 
Has  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  satis¬ 
fied  himself  that  the  land  and  other  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Houma  are  not  suitable  for 
this  new  air  facility,  and  that  it  will  be 
more  economical  to  have  the  Navy  build 
at  the  site  selected  near  New  Iberia? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  can  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  that  after  the  most 
careful  as  well  as  the  fullest  considera¬ 
tion,  the  entire  3 -member  subcommittee 
reached  the  conclusion,  on  the  facts, 
that  the  New  Iberia  location,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  needed  and  required,  was  the  one 
we  would  have  to  authorize.  We  did  that 
over  considerable  personal  inclination  in 
favor  of  the  landowners  at  New  Iberia 
and  in  favor  of  utilizing,  if  possible,  the 
land  already  owned  by  the  Government. 
But  in  the  final  analysis,  the  military 
necessity  had  to  prevail;  and  the  proof 
on  that  point  was  very  pronounced.  So 
we  reached  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  knows,  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  of  which  we  are  both  mem¬ 
bers,  has  always  taken  the  position  that 
whenever  possible  existing  Government- 
owned  facilities  should  be  utilitzed  be¬ 
fore  a  new  facility  is  erected. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct,  and 
that  is  the  attitude  of  our  subcommittee, 
also. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  has  been  the 
extent  of  my  interest  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  My  interest  in  the 
location  of  this  new  facility  stems  from 
the  fact  that  the  Navy  spent  from  $17 
million  to  $18  million  on  the  now-de¬ 
activated  facility  near  Houma.  It  was 
my  feeling  that  the  existing  facility 
there  should  be  used  if  possible  in  order 
to  recapture,  to  some  extent  at  least, 
some  of  the  money  previously  expended 
by^the  Navy. 

The  committee  has  taken  all  of  these 
factors  into  consideration,  I  understand, 


and  has  concluded  that  by  selecting  the 
New  Iberia  cite,  not  only  will  the  Govern¬ 
ment  obtain  a  better  and  more  effective 
site,  but  the  entire  cost  of  erecting  the 
new  facilities  at  New  Iberia,  including 
land  purchases,  will  be  less  than  the  cost 
of  renovating  or  reconstructing  the  fa¬ 
cility  at  Houma.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  it  will  be  more 
advantageous  to  the  taxpayers,  despite 
the  fact  that  the  Government  already 
owns  land  at  Houma. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  land  at  New  Iberia 
is  in  a  potential  oil-producing  area,  and 
at  the  present  time  an  oil  company  is 
exploring  there  for  oil.  Has  the  com¬ 
mittee  considered  the  additional  amount 
of  money  which  will  have  to  be  spent  to 
acquire  that  site,  in  contrast  to  other 
possible  sites  for  this  project.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Mississippi  well  knows  that  if 
oil  is  discovered  there  before  the  Navy 
purchases  the  land  in  question,  that  fac¬ 
tor  will  inevitably  increase  considerably 
the  cost  of  the  land  to  the  United  States 
Government.  Did  the  committee  take 
into  consideraion  that  fact,  namely,  that 
the  area  is  in  a  potential  oil  field,  and 
that  a  company  is  now  in  the  process  of 
exploring  for  oil  there? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  was  included  in 
the  proof  we  took,  and  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  definitely  considered  that  fact.  Of 
course,  we  could  not  have  before  us  any 
actual  figures  of  a  valuation  on  that 
basis. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  will  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  same  land  project  will 
come  back  before  our  subcommittee,  not 
only  in  connection  with  this  project,  but 
also  in  connection  with  others;  and  at 
that  time  we  hope  to  work  out  an  ar¬ 
rangement  for  the  highest  possible  utili¬ 
zation  of  those  mineral  rights,  despite 
the  use  to  which  the  land  will  have  to  be 
put. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Of  course  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi  knows  that  before 
final  action  is  taken  on  this  matter,  the 
proposal  will  have  to  come  before  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  where  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  spent  must  be 
justified. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  at  that  time  it 
must  be  finally  justified  and  finally  de¬ 
termined. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  greatly  impressed  by  the  tes¬ 
timony  submitted  by  Vice  Adm.  A.  K. 
Doyle,  Chief  of  Naval  Air  Training.  He 
testified  on  several  occasions  before  the 
committee.  In  particular,  I  refer  to  his 
testimony  which  begins  on  page  738  of 
the  hearings,  where  Senators  will  find 
that  Admiral  Doyle  testified  that  in 
September  1954  he  received  a  directive 
to  make  a  special  study  of  the  matter  of 
a  site.  He  said  he  examined,  by  means 
of  their  airway  charts,  all  possible  sites 
in  the  United  States;  and  then  he  said: 

It  is  an  amazing  thing  that  there  is  no 
spot  in  the  United  States  that  has  access  to 
the  gulf  that  has  not  already  been  pre¬ 
empted  by  the  Air  Force,  Navy,  or  Army  ex- 
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cept  down  from  New  Orleans  toward  Lake 
Charles. 

Then,  following  considerable  discus¬ 
sion  and  considerable  questioning  by  the 
committee  regarding  the  several  sites — • 
New  Iberia,  Houma,  and  others,  Admiral 
Doyle  finally  said,  as  appears  on  page 
746  of  the  hearings: 

New  Iberia  was  the  only  one  where  the  tax¬ 
payer  will  get  a  safe  return  on  his  invest¬ 
ment  in  our  opinion.  The  others  are  not 
a  good  second  best. 

After  he  had  reviewed  the  soil  condi¬ 
tions,  the  price,  the  elevations,  and  all 
other  factors,  that  statement  by  him  was 
such  a  categorical  one — and  I  emphasize 
that  it  was  the  testimony  of  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Air  Training — that,  to  me,  it 
was  quite  persuasive.  I  repeat  it : 

New  Iberia  was  the  only  one  where  the  tax¬ 
payer  will  get  a  safe  return  on  his  investment 
in  our  opinion.  The  others  are  not  a  good 
second  best. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  fur¬ 
ther  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  testimony  was  produced  showing 
that  although  the  facility  at  Houma  was 
erected  several  years  ago  by  the  Navy, 
yet,  because  of  the  additional  weight  of 
the  aircraft  which  will  use  this  new  fa¬ 
cility,  the  present  runways  at  Houma  are 
inadequate? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes;  and 
the  problem  of  extending  the  airways 
raised  many  complicating  factors. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  also  understand 
that  the  housing  facilities  at  Houma  are 
for  the  most  part  unusable,  and  also  that 
because  of  soil  conditions  at  Houma,  the 
additional  cost  of  pilings  for  buildings, 
and  so  forth,  will  be  substantial.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  went  into  the  matter 
with  our  naval  officials  quite  carefully. 
As  I  have  said,  my  sole  interest  in  it  was 
to  see  to  it  that  the  Navy  got  the  site  it 
needed  in  order  to  carry  out  its  training 
program,  and  at  the  same  time  that  it  se¬ 
lected  the  site  which  would  cost  the 
least  to  erect  and  maintain. 

Speaking  frankly,  it  has  always  been 
my  policy  as  a  United  States  Senator  to 
confine  my  influence  in  matters  such  as 
this  to  determining  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agency  involved  is  making  the  most 
efficient  use  of  the  facilities  it  already 
has  available.  I  have  not  favored  any 
proposed  site  over  another,  since  I  feel 
it  is  my  duty  to  represent  all  the  people 
of  my  State.  I  merely  wish  to  see  that 
the  Navy  has  the  facilities  it  needs,  at 
the  place  they  are  needed  and  where  they 
can  be  best  utilized  at  the  least  possible 
cost  to  our  taxpayers. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  we 
greatly  appreciate  the  sentiments  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  on  that  matter. 
His  views  certainly  were  helpful  to  us; 
and  that  certainly  was  his  position  all 
the  way  through,  quite  consistently. 

We  were  concerned  about  this  mat¬ 
ter — so  much  so,  Mr.  President,  that 
after  we  heard  all  the  other  proof,  we 
had  Admiral  Doyle  return  before  the 
subcommittee,  along  with  Admiral  Perry, 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks; 
and  Admiral  Clark;  and  Admiral  Russell, 


who  is  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aero¬ 
nautics  ;  and  at  that  time  we  had  a  very 
thorough  hearing,  with  testimony  from 
them,  in  order  to  obtain  their  opinion 
and  their  judgment  as  to  the  possible 
alternatives. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate 
long,  but  I  desire  to  speak  briefly  on  the 
bill,  and  with  a  special  emphasis  on  two 
or  three  of  its  features. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  third  of  the 
military  works  authorization  bills  with 
which  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  be 
associated.  On  the  basis  of  that  ex¬ 
perience,  I  would  say  that  the  represent¬ 
ations  made  to  us,  this  time,  by  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  were  in  the  best  shape  of  any  that 
have  been  submitted  to  the  committee  in 
connection  with  any  of  the  three  bills. 
The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
Properties  and  Installations,  Mr.  Floete, 
and  his  assistant  in  charge  of  construc¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Pulling,  and  the  members  of 
their  staffs,  and  the  other  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  services,  have  done  an  ex¬ 
cellent  job.  The  careful  presentation  of 
the  proposed  appropriations  is  ample 
justification,  in  my  opinion,  for  the  cre¬ 
ation  of  the  position  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  for  Properties  and  In¬ 
stallations.  Before  that  position  was 
created,  the  committees  necessarily  had 
been  confronted  with  presentations  by 
interested  witnesses — that  is  to  say,  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  particular  branches 
of  the  service  which  were  involved. 

Here  we  had  the  benefit  of  an  overall 
look,  and  the  overall  look  was  presented 
by  men  who  were  qualified  to  look  at  the 
proposals  and  the  various  projects  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  total  defense  needs. 
On  other  occasions  I  have  referred  to 
the  fact  that  General  Marshall  used  to 
say  that  his  problem  as  Chief  of  Staff 
was  to  overcome  the  “localitis”  which 
often  crept  into  presentations  from  a 
particular  field  when  allocations  of  ma¬ 
teriel  or  personnel  were  requested.  The 
same  situation,  of  course,  exists  when  we 
are  dealing  with  the  three  main  serv¬ 
ices.  Each  one  sees  the  problem  or  the 
mission  from  its  point  of  view.  It  is 
necessary  and  helpful  to  have  someone 
review  the  projects  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  needs  of  the  Defense  Department 
as  a  whole  and  the  budgetary  questions 
which  are  involved. 

It  was  a  great  privilege  to  serve  on  this 
subcommittee  under  the  chairmanship 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stennis],  I  have  been  associated  with 
him  in  many  activities — in  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Public  Works,  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  and  this  particular  sub¬ 
committee  for  3  years.  He  brings  to  the 
position  of  chairman  the  benefit  of  great 
experience,  the  tact  and  diplomacy 
which  are  characteristic  of  his  personal¬ 
ity,  and  the  ability  which  is  the  out¬ 
growth  of  the  fact  that  he  is  a  great 
student,  a  great  lawyer,  with  great  abil¬ 
ity  for  analyzing  evidence.  I  pay  trib¬ 
ute  to  his  excellent  leadership  in  this 
chairmanship. 


It  was  also  a  privilege  to  work  with 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Jackson].  The  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  brought  to  this  committee  a  particu¬ 
lar  quality  growing  out  of  his  long  asso¬ 
ciation  with  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Atomic  Energy  and  his  experience  on  ap¬ 
propriations  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  Many  of  the  projects  which 
are  proposed  to  this  committee  deal  with 
facilities  for  the  housing  or  utilization 
of  nuclear  weapons.  The  background  of 
the  Senator  from  Washington  in  that 
field  was  invaluable  to  the  committee  in 
its  consideration  of  those  particular 
projects. 

There  has  already  been  considerable 
discussion  on  the  floor  with  reference  to 
the  housing  program.  I  should  like  to 
supplement  what  has  been  said  by  men¬ 
tioning  two  things. 

First,  the  committee  is  continuing  its 
study  of  the  housing  program.  The 
committee  has  issued  a  specific  directive 
to  the  Defense  Department  which  will 
result  in  the  submission  of  additional 
figures  and  data  to  the  committee  be¬ 
tween  now  and  January.  The  report 
calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  continue  its  study  of  housing. 

We  recognize  that  housing  is  an  im¬ 
portant  factor  in  the  strength  of  the 
Military  Establishment.  Reference  has 
already  been  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Payne],  to  the 
testimony  by  General  LeMay  as  to  the 
value  of  good  housing  in  obtaining  re¬ 
enlistment  of  trained  personnel.  That 
factor  has  always  had  a  great  deal  of 
importance,  but  never  so  much  as  in  the 
present  day,  when  we  have  such  a  high 
requirement  for  training  in  the  Navy,  the 
Army,  and  the  Air  Force.  If  we  lose  a 
man  who  has  spent  6  or  10  years  in  train¬ 
ing,  it  requires  a  long  time  and  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  a  great  deal  of  money  to 
replace  him  adequately.  Consequently, 
the  subject  of  housing  has  greater  im¬ 
portance  in  the  efficiency  of  the  Military 
Establishment  than  ever  before. 

As  a  collateral  of  the  longer  period  of 
training  required  for  technicians  and  for 
pilots  in  the  modern  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  we  have  the  natural  fact  that 
some  men  reach  the  age  where  they  be¬ 
come  married  and  have  families.  So 
family  housing  has  a  much  greater  part 
to  play  in  maintaining  the  efficiency  of 
the  Military  Establishment  than  ever 
before.  That  is  why,  in  this  bill,  the 
committee  has  provided  as  much  as  $250 
million  or  more  for  military  housing. 

The  second  aspect  of  the  matter  is 
that  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  in  asking  the  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  committee  had 
carefully  considered  the  existence  of 
other  housing,  rental  housing  in  the 
community,  Wherry-type  housing,  or 
other  housing,  in  approving  the  alloca¬ 
tions  here  requested.  For  the  Record,  I 
invite  attention  to  the  table  which  ap¬ 
pears  at  page  1 1  of  the  committee  report. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  table 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows; 
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Analysis  of  family  housing  requirements  at  installations  with  existing  Wherry  projects  and 
for  which  housing  would  be  authorized  by  the  bill 


Name  and  location  of  installation 

Family 

housing 

require¬ 

ments 

Existing 

Wherry 

Existing 

govern¬ 

ment 

Commu¬ 

nity 

support 

Net 

deficit 

Author¬ 
ized  in 
bill 

Unsatis¬ 

fied 

deficit 

ARMY 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md . . 

1,442 

796 

73 

200 

373 

36 

337 

Fort  Lee,  Va _  _ _ 

1,297 

300 

8 

493 

496 

150 

346 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah.. . 

495 

400 

30 

0 

65 

16 

49 

Port  Uelvoir,  Va _ _ 

1,814 

450 

608 

350 

406 

114 

292 

Fort  Devens,  Mass _ 

2,  182 

202 

111 

594 

1,  275 

400 

875 

Fort  Dix,  N.  . . . 

2,  841 

800 

35 

985 

1,021 

400 

621 

Fort  Knox,  Ky _ 

3,815 

1,700 

422 

600 

1,093 

360 

733 

Fort  Benning,  Ga _ 

6,627 

1,000 

935 

1,232 

3,  460 

150 

3,  310 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C  _ 

8,  074 

2,  000 

243 

2,  500 

3,  331 

490 

2.841 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky _ _ _ 

8,  476 

1,  200 

336 

3,  390 

3,550 

401 

3, 149 

Fort  McClellan,  Ala _ 

964 

140 

49 

400 

375 

150 

225 

Fort  Hood,  Tex . . . . . 

7.367 

568 

1,372 

2,  963 

2,  464 

400 

2, 064 

Fort  Riley,  Kans . . . 

2, 932 

400 

298 

1,  543 

691 

200 

491 

Fort  Sheridan,  Ill _ _ 

414 

100 

121 

40 

153 

100 

53 

Sandia  Base,  N.  Mex . . . . 

1,428 

300 

322 

300 

506 

90 

410 

NAVY 

Camp  Pendleton  (MC),  Calif.. .  - 

Twentynine  Palms  (MCTC),  Calif - ... 

AIR  FORCE 

6,894 

1,  562 

760 

1,119 

3, 453 

332 

3,121 

931 

'  493 

0 

148 

290 

288 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  N.  J _ 

2,238 

200 

10 

895 

1,133 

270 

863, 

303 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Idaho. 

1, 192 

500 

124 

55 

513 

150 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  S.  C _ 

1,979 

500 

152 

487 

840 

300 

540 

Total - - - 

63,  402 

13, 611 

6,009 

18, 294 

25,  488 

4,  511 

20,977 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  shall  not  read  the  table,  but 
I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  rep¬ 
resents  an  analysis  of  the  major  hous¬ 
ing  proposals,  where  Wherry  projects 
exist,  in  relation  to  the  authorizations 
carried  in  the  bill. 

The  first  column  cites  the  family  hous¬ 
ing  requirements.  The  second  column 
shows  the  existing  Wherry  units.  The 
third  column  shows  the  existing  Gov¬ 
ernment  units.  The  fourth  column 
shows  the  community  support  in  the 
way  of  family  housing.  The  fifth  col¬ 
umn  shows  the  net  deficit.  The  sixth 
column  shows  the  authorization  in  the 
bill.  The  final  column  shows  the  un¬ 
satisfied  deficit.  I  think  the  fact  that 
the  final  column  shows  an  unsatisfied 
deficit,  even  after  all  the  existing  hous¬ 
ing  is  listed,  plus  that  proposed  by  the 
bill,  is  a  complete  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  raised  by  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Alabama.  Even  with  the  hous¬ 
ing  proposed  in  the  bill,  even  with  the 
community  housing,  even  with  the  ex¬ 
isting  Government  housing  and  the  ex¬ 
isting  Wherry  housing,  there  still  re¬ 
mains  an  unsatisfied  deficit.  I  think 
that  provides  an  answer  to  anyone  who 
may  have  any  fears  on  that  score. 

This  bill  and  the  two  prior  bills  in  this 
field  clear  up  some  old  existing  authori¬ 
zations.  In  the  bill  2  years  ago  the  com¬ 
mittee  rescinded  authorizations  totaling 
approximately  half  a  billion  dollars. 
We  made  re-application  in  that  bill  of 
approximately  $290  million  of  prior 
authorizations.  That  was  whittling 
away  at  the  $80  billion  authorizations 
outstanding,  which  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  inherited  when  the  Eisenhower  ad¬ 
ministration  took  over. 

In  this  bill  we  cancel  the  old  author¬ 
izations  in  this  field  prior  to  1951,  with 
the  exception  of  those  with  respect  to 
which  a  start  has  been  made,  or  with 
respect  to  which  appropriations  and 
commitments  have  been  made.  We  con¬ 
tinue  the  authorizations  only  to  the  ex¬ 


tent  of  completing  the  projects  with  re¬ 
spect  to  which  starts  have  been  made. 
That  helps  to  put  us  on  an  even  keel. 

When  the  subcommittee  was  overseas, 
I  for  one,  was  astounded  at  the  antiq¬ 
uity  of  the  authorizations  under  which 
construction  was  proceeding.  We  found 
that,  7  or  8  years  prior  to  the  fall  of  1953, 
authorizations  had  been  made  under 
which  construction  was  then  proceeding. 
Obviously,  when  that  same  situation 
exists  both  abroad  and  at  home,  we  have 
authorizations  outstanding  which  are 
antiquated,  which  do  not  bear  a  realis¬ 
tic  relationship  to  current  missions  or 
stations,  and  which  need  review.  The 
committee  reviewed  many  of  them  and 
decided  that  the  authorizations  which 
were  made  prior  to  1951  should  now  be 
extinguished  unless  they  were  in  process 
of  liquidation  by  construction.  I  think 
that  is  a  constructive  result  which  this 
committee  accomplishes  by  the  annual 
review  of  military  authorizations. 

The  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  has 
already  alluded  to  the  progress  now  be¬ 
ing  recorded  in  utilizing  surplus  com¬ 
modities  for  the  acquisition  of  overseas 
housing.  Overseas  housing  presents  one 
of  the  most  difficult  questions  which  con¬ 
front  the  committee  from  time  to  time. 
We  have  several  programs  for  providing 
housing  overseas.  One  means,  of  course, 
is  rental.  Another  is  the  payment  of  al¬ 
lowances,  with  a  special  allowance  for 
the  cost  of  living  at  any  particular  sta¬ 
tion,  under  which  military  personnel  can 
rent  housing  if  it  is  available.  But  many 
times  it  is  not  available  in  any  satisfac¬ 
tory  degree  or  quality,  or  proximity  to  the 
military  station.  Consequenty,  the 
committee  is  under  a  great  deal  of  pres¬ 
sure  to  provide  housing  either  by  direct 
appropriation  of  funds  or  by  a  guaranty 
of  occupancy  for  rental  projects.  That 
has  caused  a  great  deal  of  concern  to 
the  committee. 

Some  years  ago  Congress  authorized  a 
commitment  of  $100  million  for  guaran¬ 


teeing  the  rental  for  95  percent  oc¬ 
cupancy  of  projects  built  overseas.  The 
projects  have  to  be  submitted  to  the 
committee  as  they  come  up.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  very  reluctant  to  guar¬ 
antee  that  kind  of  occupancy  anywhere 
except  where  there  is  a  substantial  num¬ 
ber  of  United  States  personnel,  and  also 
the  committee  has  been  reluctant  to  ap¬ 
prove  any  project  where  a  rental  guar¬ 
antee  would  extend  beyond  5  years.  In 
a  few  instances  during  the  past  few 
months  the  committee  has  approved 
some  7-year  guarantees,  in  and  around 
Paris  and  at  some  other  centers,  where 
it  appears  that  such  a  long  guarantee 
could  be  made  without,  in  effect,  provid¬ 
ing  that  we  would  supply  the  money  and 
someone  else  would  build  the  projects 
at  a  substantial  profit  to  the  builder. 

A  proposal  for  the  use  of  some  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  was  placed  in 
the  public  works  bill  a  year  ago.  We 
are  pleased  to  have  a  report  from  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  Floete  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  beginning  to  produce  some  re¬ 
sults.  He  cited  3  or  4  instances  of  acqui¬ 
sition  of  some  military  housing  projects 
through  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural 
commodities  for  local  currencies.  We 
are  assured  that  procedures  have  been 
worked  out  to  extend  that  activity. 
There  is  in  the  bill  a  provision  for  the 
acquisition  of  military  quarters  in  a  more 
direct  fashion  where  the  housing  is  avail¬ 
able  by  the  use  of  funds  derived  from 
the  liquidation  of  loans  extended  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  or  the 
purchase  funds  which  it  may  have  in¬ 
vested  in  the  surplus  commodities.  This 
will  give  assurance  of  the  extension  of 
that  approach  to  the  problem  of  overseas 
military  housing. 

There  is  very  little  further  to  be  said 
on  the  bill  so  far  as  the  minority  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  are  concerned.  The  bill  was  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  full  committee  yesterday. 
In  the  committee  there  was  full  discus¬ 
sion  of  it  by  both  the  majority  and  mi¬ 
nority  members.  The  questions  raised 
in  committee  were  the  kind  of  questions 
which  have  been  raised  today  in  de¬ 
bate  on  the  floor.  The  bill  was  unani¬ 
mously  endorsed  by  the  full  committee. 
There  was  no  dissenting  vote.  There¬ 
fore  the  bill  comes  to  the  Senate  with 
the  unanimous  support  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services.  I  hope  it  will 
be  passed. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  before 
a  vote  is  had  on  the  bill  I  shall  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum.  First,  I  wish 
to  thank  especially  Mr.  George  Vinzant, 
of  Vicksburg,  Miss.  He  is  a  civilian  en¬ 
gineer  with  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  He 
was  on  loan  to  the  subcommittee  for 
about  60  days,  at  personal  sacrifice  to 
himself.  He  rendered  very  able  service 
to  the  subcommittee  in  the  capacity  of 
a  practical  construction  engineer.  His 
review  of  all  the  work  was  quite  helpful 
to  us.  He  approved  the  bill  as  to  unit 
cost  and  as  to  need  in  virtually  every 
item. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  should  like  to  associate  my¬ 
self  with  the  remarks  which  the  Sena- 
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tor  from  Mississippi  has  made  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  beneficial  service  record  by- 
George  Vinzant.  The  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  already  alluded  to  our 
staff.  I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  those  remarks  also.  We  believe, 
too,  that  the  services  of  William  Dar¬ 
den,  the  clerk  of  the  subcommittee,  have 
been  invaluable.  He  has  been  inde¬ 
fatigable  in  his  efforts  to  further  the 
work  of  the  committee.  He  has  always 
been  a  source  of  information  to  us  and 
has  always  been  ready  to  supply  it.  He 
was  always  on  call  whenever  we  wanted 
to  ask  for  information.  He  has  cer¬ 
tainly  done  a  good  job,  and  I  should 
therefore  like  the  Record  to  show  my  ap¬ 
preciation  of  his  good  work. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota.  The  provisions  in 
the  bill  reflect  only  in  part  his  very  fine 
knowledge  of  the  subject  matter.  There 
is  no  way  to  calculate  or  estimate  the, 
extent  of  the  valuable  services  of  the' 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  not  only 
this  year,  but  also  in  the  previous  years 
when  he  acted  as  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  He  has  carried  a  heavy 
load,  and  he  has  certainly  made  a  fine 
contribution. 

I  should  like  to  point  to  a  proviso  in 
the  bill  which  has  not  been  mentioned. 
It  reads: 

Provided,  further,  That  at  such  time  as 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the 
headquarters  installation  authorized  by  this 
title,  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  accomplish  the 
demolition  and  removal  of  temporary  Gov¬ 
ernment  building  space  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  equivalent  occupany  to  that 
relinquished  by  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

If  this  provision  is  carried  out  it  will 
lead  to  the  demolition  of  at  least  a  part 
of  the  temporary  buildings  on  the  Mall 
and  on  Constitution  Avenue,  which  are 
now  occupied  by  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  They  will  be  demolished  with¬ 
out  displacing  anyone,  because  the 
present  occupants  will  be  moving  out  of 
them. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  on  the  engross¬ 
ment  of  the  amendment  and  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
at  this  time  to  express  my  deep  appre¬ 
ciation  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Stennis  1,  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Jackson],  and  the  Senator 


from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  for  the 
very  excellent  work  they  have  done  on 
the  bill  which  the  Senate  has  just  passed. 
There  are  few  measures  which  are  more 
tedious  and  which  require  more  exact¬ 
ing  work  than  does  one  of  these  com¬ 
prehensive  military  construction  au¬ 
thorization  bills.  The  subcommittee  has 
rendered  a  real  service  to  the  Senate  and 
to  the  country  by  the  very  careful  at¬ 
tention  they  have  given  to  this  measure. 

Mi-.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
insist  upon  its  amendment,  request  a 
conference  with  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair 
appoint  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Acting  President  pro  .tempore  appointed 
Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr. 
Case  of  South  Dakota,  and  Mr.  Salton- 
stall  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


PPOINTMENT  OF  SELECT  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 


MK  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident/!  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  ^Consideration  of  Order  No.  697, 
Senate  Resolution  120 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tern 
pore.  Thexjlerk  will  state  the  resolu/ 
tion  by  title  lor  the  information  of  the 
Senate.  \  / 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  resolution 
(S.  Res.  120)  providing  for  the  manner 
of  the  appointment  of  the  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Small  Business, 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT"  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  question  is  •  on/agreeing  to 
the  motion  of  the  Senate^  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreecKto;  and  the 
resolution  (S.  Res.  12Q)  was  considered 
and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  th$/ chairman  fold  mem¬ 
bers  or  the  Select  Gzinmittee  on  Small  Bus¬ 
iness,  created  by  Senate  Resolution  58,  81st 
Congress,  2d  session,  shall  be  appointed 
in  the  same  mariner  and  at  the  same  time 
as  the  chairmen  and  members  of  the  stand¬ 
ing  committees  of  the  Senate  at  the  begitv 
nlng  of  eagh  Congress. 

tfsSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 


essage  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
atives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  its  reading 
announced  that  the  House  had 
greed  to  the  report  of  the  committee 
of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5502) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  State  and  Justice,  the  Judici¬ 
ary,  and  related  agencies  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  for  other 
i  purposes;  that  the  House  receded  from 
its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  2,  12,  13,  27,  35, 
37,  and  46  to  the  bill,  and  concurred 
therein,  and  that  the  House  receded 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  numbered  30  and 
49  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein, 
each  with  an  amendment,  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Acting  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore  : 

S.  727.  An  act  to  adjust  the  salaries 
judges  of  the  municipal  court  of  appeals  fOr 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the  salaries  of  ./the 
judges  of  the  municipal  court  for  the/Dis- 
trict  of  Columbia,  the  salary  of  the/judge 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  tax  coytrt,  and 
the  salary  of  the  judge  of  the  juvenile  court 
of  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  989.  An  act  for  the  relief/6f  Dr.  Louis 
J.  Sebille;  / 

H.  R.  990.  An  act  for  the  rgilef  of  Takako 
Riu  Reich;  / 

H.  R.  1111.  An  act  for  tjle  relief  of  Philip 
Mack;  / 

H.  R.  1163.  An  act  foi-  the  relief  of  Lee 
Houn  and  Lily  Ho  Lep/Houn; 

H.  R.  1247.  An  act  /for  the  relief  of  Carol 
Brandon  ( Valtrude  'Probt) ; 

H.  R.  1255.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ferenc 
Babothy;  / 

H.  R.  1281.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlo 
Nonvenuto;  / 

H.  R.  1283/  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olga 
Joannou  Georgulea; 

H.  R.  1267.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David 
Mordka/  Borenstajn,  Itta  Borenstajn  nee 
Schipper,  and  Fella  Borenstajn  Reichllnger; 

H.  R.  1357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chin 
Ycn’k  Gay; 

/H.  R.  1417.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles 

/Carlos)  Gerlicz; 

H.  R.  1467.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stijepo 
Buich; 

H.  R.  1472.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Victor 
Manuel  Soares  De  Mendonca; 

H.  R.  1473.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eleanore 
Hauser; 

H.  R.  1474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ross 
Sherman  Trigg; 

H.  R.  1475.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wing 
Chong  Chan; 

H.  R.  1525.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ardes 
Albacete  Yanez; 

H.  R.  2470.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  C. 
Elliott; 

H.  R.  2933.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Berta  Mansergh; 

H.  R.  3069.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eu- 
fronio  D.  Espina; 

H.  R.  3070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lee  Tai  Hung  Quan  and  Quan  Ah  Sang: 

H.  R.  3075.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Virgil 
Won  (also  known  as  Virgilio  Jackson); 

H.  R.  3271.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Lloyd  Smelcer; 

H.  R.  5502.  An  act  making  appropriations 
Sfor  the  Departments  of  State  and  Justice, 
the  Judiciary,  and  related  agencies  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1956,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  6042.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the.,  Department  of  Defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  for  other 
purposes.'-. 


ENROLLED  BILL  PRESENTED 
The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
that  on  today,  July  1,  1955,  he  presented 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the 
enrolled  bill  (S.  727)  to  adjust  the  sala¬ 
ries  of  judges  of  the  municipal  court  of 
appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  salaries  of  the  judges  of  the  mu¬ 
nicipal  court  for  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  the  salary  of  the  judge  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  tax  coyrt,  and  the 
salary  of  the  judge  of  the  juvenile  court 


of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


\ 


AND 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 


DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE  AND  JUS¬ 
TICE,  AND  JUDICIARY  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 
Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
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ferenc^  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Hohges  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  tdvthe  bill  (H.  R.  5502)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Departments  of 
State  and  Justice,  the  judiciary,  and  re¬ 
lated  agencies 'for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1956,  and  for  other  purposes. 
I  ask  unanimous  tepnsent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tem¬ 
pore.  The  report  will  be  read  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate, 

The  legislative  clerk  raad  the  report, 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  June  30,  1955,  ppp  8276-8277, 
Congressional  Record.) 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  ko  tem¬ 
pore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
wish  to  register  my  opposition  to  the' 
action  of  the  conferees  in  agreeing  to 
the  cut  of  $4  million  under  the  budget 
request  for  the  international  exchange 
activities.  The  budget  request  was  for 
$22  million,  and  the  Senate  approved 
that  amount.  The  House  originally 
voted  for  only  $12  million,  but  in  the 
conference  the  sum  of  $18  million  was 
agreed  to.  The  $18  million  figure  rep¬ 
resents  an  actual  cut  of  $577,000  below 
the  1955  appropriation. 

Such  action  takes  no  account  of  the 
recommendations  which  have  been  made 
over  the  past  years  by  Members  of  the 
Congress,  disinterested  officials  at  the 
highest  level  of  Government,  and  lead¬ 
ing  private  citizens,  in  countless  fields 
of  activity  throughout  the  country  who 
through  close  observation  of  the  program 
have  become  convinced  of  its  efficacy 
in  achieving  the  country’s  aims  in  world 
affairs  and  strengthening  free-world 
solidarity. 

The  execution  of  the  program  in  past 
years  has  built  a  strong  basis  for  greatly 
increasing  the  effectiveness  of  this  vital 
instrument  in  our  foreign  relations 
through  a  modest  increase  in  the  scope 
and  level  of  operations.  The  proposed 
budget  represented  sound,  careful,  and 
realistic  planning  based  on  up-to-min- 
ute  requests  from  the  United  States  mis¬ 
sions  overseas.  It  would  have  permitted 
a  strengthening  of  the  program  in  tiie 
critical  areas  of  the  Far  East,  the  Near 
East,  south  Asia,  Africa,  and  Latin  Amer¬ 
ica,  where  educational  exchange  might 
well  throw  the  deciding  weight, in  deter¬ 
mining  the  direction  which  people  and 
governments  will  take  in  world  affairs. 

I  call  attention  also  to/the  fact  that 
as  the  report  puts  it,  “None  of  the  funds 
made  available  in  this  iffem  shall  be  used 
to  pay  the  cost  of  sending  foreign  stu¬ 
dents  from  their  country  to  study  at  a 
foreign  university’  of  another  foreign 
country.’’  / 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  budget 
request  of  the  Department  did  not  in¬ 
clude  any  proposal  to  use  funds  for  such 
a  purpose/  As  the  record  of  the  hearings 
clearly  indicates,  the  Department  pro¬ 
posed  to  spend  $35,154  for  grants  to  222 
foreign  nationals  to  attend,  not  a  “for- 
eigryhniversity  of  another  foreign  coun- 
tr y/’  as  the  conference  report  limitation 
reads,  but  to  attend  American-spon¬ 


sored  schools  or  institutes  of  American 
studies — for  example,  the  Salzburg 
Seminar  in  Austria,  or  Roberts  College  in 
Istanbul — in  other  foreign  countries. 

I  assume  that  since  foreign  currency 
grants  of  this  type  are  clearly  authorized 
in  Public  Law  584,  the  limitation  stated 
in  the  report  will  not  eripple  this  ac¬ 
tivity.  I  also  assume  that  the  fact  that, 
in  some  cases,  foreign  governments  and 
universities — the  University  of  Oslo,  for 
example — are  so  receptive  to  the  pro¬ 
gram  that  they  offer  the  use  of  their 
physical  facilities  for  these  purposes, 
will  not  militate  against  the  continuance 
of  this  activity,  which  is  very  modest  in 
scale  and  very  effective  in  reaching  key 
groups  overseas  who  cannot  come  to  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  President,  the  effort  to  restrict  the 
program  by  this  provision  is  but  another 
example,  in  my  view,  of  the  usurpation 
by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
legislative  function.  Public  Law  584 
specifically  authorizes  the  sending  of 
foreign  students  to  American  institu- 
tions'abroad ;  and  the  meaning  of  “Amer-y 
ican  institutions”  has  been,  by  a  lor 
course  o’!  action,  developed  to  include  if 
stitutions\uch  as  Roberts  College  in'  Is¬ 
tanbul  and,,  the  Salzburg  Seminar  in 
Austria.  I  tnink  this  is  either  an  effort 
directly  to  override  the  specific  legisla¬ 
tive  authorization,  or  is  a  misconception 
of  what  actually  ’ijas  been  .taking  place 
under  the  program,  I  think  this  is  a 
provision  which  should  not  be  included  in 
any  appropriation  billS/eport,  or  act.  I 
am  glad  to  say  hat  tA«NSenate  did  not 
include  such  a  provfsion\it  was  placed 
in  the  report  at  the  insistence  of  the 
House.  / 

The  limitation  of  $3, 300, 0011,  for  ad¬ 
ministration  ia  not  adequate  to  ciarry  out 
a  program  of  $18  million  with  probable 
private  contributions  of  an  additional 
$8  million  to  $9  million.  The  costpof 
administration  in  1955  was  $3,899,015 
for  a  program  of  the  same  level.  To  cu 
back,4pproximately  $600,000  will  serious¬ 
ly  pripple  the  program  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment's  effort  in  encouraging  private  con¬ 
tributions  to  supplement  the  grant  pro¬ 
gram  paid  with  appropriated  funds.  I 
have  seen  or  heard  nothing  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report  or  elsewhere  that  would 
justify  this  apparently  arbitrary  limita¬ 
tion. 

Of  course,  the  administration  of  the 
program  is  a  very  complex  and  difficult 
matter.  I  suppose  it  is  difficult  for  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  to  realize  that  in¬ 
dividuals,  human  beings,  cannot  be 
handled  in  the  same  way  as  guns,  bags 
of  wheat,  or  sacks  of  cement.  A  large 
proportion  of  the  total  amount  is  for 
administration;  but  the  key  to  the  suc¬ 
cess  of  the  program  is  an  intelligent  ad¬ 
ministration,  especially  the  wise  and 
careful  selection  of  the  individuals  who 
participate. 

The  success  of  the  program  hinges 
completely  upon  the  wisdom  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  of  selection,  and  that  procedure, 
of  course,  accounts  for  the  chief  cost 
of  the  administration  of  the  program. 
The  binational  commissions  which  are 
created  and  set  up  in  each  of  the  par¬ 
ticipating  countries  cost  some  money, 
but  they  are  essential  to  the  success  of 


the  program.  If  they  are  eliminated,  t£ 
program  will  fail. 

It  is  interesting  to  note,  also,  Ahat 
one  of  the  principal  criticisms  at  the 
opposition  in  the  other  body  is  that  the 
program  is  not  administered  efficiently. 
Can  they  really  believe  that/ a  drastic 
cut  will  improve  the  administration  of 
the  program?  Obviously'  it  will  only 
injure  it. 

Finally,  the  report  rejects  what  I  con¬ 
sider  to  be  an  extrqrtiely  shortsighted 
policy  which  has  not, been  justified  in  any 
way  by  the  evidence  presented.  Such 
action  is  even  nySre  astonishing  today, 
when  we  are  spending  billions  for  mili¬ 
tary  and  economic  aid  to  foreign  coun¬ 
tries. 

Certainly'  military  and  economic  aid 
are  important  and  necessary.  Their  pri¬ 
mary  aims,  however,  are  specific,  and 
are  geared  to  short-range  objectives. 
The/'  are  in  no  sense  a  substitute  for 
the'solid  basis  of  mutual  understanding 
iich  is  achieved  by  the  educational- 
£xchange  program. 

This  program  has  proved  that  it  is 
one  of  the  most  effective  means  at  our 
disposal  to  influence  those  foreign  na¬ 
tionals  who  are  directly  or  indirectly  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  formulation  of  na¬ 
tional  policy  and  molding  public  opin¬ 
ion  in  their  respective  countries.  It 
seems  to  me  particularly  unfortunate 
that  we  should  even  consider  retrench¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  when  it  is  evident 
to  anyone  that  our  antagonists  are  be¬ 
ginning  to  emphasize  the  use  of  cultural 
activities  in  their  efforts  to  win  the  cold 
war. 

I  believe  the  action  of  the  conferees  is 
not  in  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 
We  profess  in  this  country  an  interest 
in  peace.  We  seek  to  enlighten  the  free 
world  so  that  it  may  settle  its  differences 
by  reason  and  by  peaceful  procedures. 
I  believe  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  deeply  desire  to  fol¬ 
low  such  a  course  of  action. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  action  of  Con¬ 
fess,  especially  of  the  other  body,  ne¬ 
gates  such  a  policy.  The  Members,  as  is 
evi&ent  everyday  on  the  floor,  are  eager 
to  appropriate,  vast  sums  for  guns  and 
for  military  bases  throughout  the 
world.  ^Et  is  notable  that  on  one  base  in 
North  Africa,  according  to  a  report  we 
had  last  year,  more  was  wasted  than 
the  total  cos\of  the  program  I  am  dis¬ 
cussing  since\ts  beginning.  But  the 
Members  are  eagpr  to  appropriate  money 
for  bases  and  for\guns.  Recently,  only 
a  day  or  two  agox  with  scarcely  any 
question,  and  certainty  no  criticism,  al¬ 
most  $32  billion  was\ppropriated  for 
such  purposes. 

The  small  program  noV  under  con¬ 
sideration,  for  which  $22>million  was 
requested,  has  now  been  cut>S4  million, 
nearly  20  percent.  I  think  tha\is  some¬ 
where  in  the  neighborhood  of  one- 
twentieth  of  1  percent  of  the  aSaount 
which  was  appropriated  in  one  bilk  for 
guns  and  armament. 

I  cannot  help  feeling  very  sorrowfi 
and  in  a  sense  I  am  humiliated,  as 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  that  every 
year  this  one  program,  sponsored  by  the 
Government,  which  can  be  said  to  be 
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lr  .  Vinson,  from  the  committee  of 


following 


conference, 


submitted  the 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  6829] 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to 
authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force 
installations,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following: 

TITLE  I 

^  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  establish  or 
Jevelop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition ,  construc¬ 
tion,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  tempo¬ 
rary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 

(' Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Cround,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Jlack  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family  housing,  $1,428,- 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $509,000. 
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Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  maintenance  facilities 
and  utilities,  $1 ,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $ 855,000 . 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $1 ,843,000. 

Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas:  Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 

$140,000. 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama:  Research  and  development  facilities  and 
community  facilities,  $2,865 ,000. 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance  facili- 
ties,  $347,000. 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $400,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $342,000. 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Community  facilities,  $129,000. 

Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and  maintenance I 
facilities,  $1 ,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  supporting  facility, 
and  research  and  development  facilities,  $1 ,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $632,000. 

(' Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities,  $84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $ 174,000 . 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  medical 
facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,000. 

Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee:  Family  housing,  $99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Family  housing, 
$568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family  housing, 
$337,000. 

( Chemical  Corps) 

Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  storage  facilities} 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1 ,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Maintenance  facilities,  $92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing , 
$1,129,000. 

Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  ( including  Midwest  Chemical  Depot),  Arkansas: 
Land  acguisition,  $3,000. 

Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000. 
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(. Signal  Corps ) 

Decatur  Signal  Depot ,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  $803,000. 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  troop 
housing,  and  family  housing,  $5,913,000. 

Lexinqton  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky:  Maintenance  facility,  and  family 
housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  $615,000. 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California:  Troop  housing,  maintenance 
facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Troop  housing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California:  Community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facilities,  storage 
facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facility,  $695,000. 

r  ( Corps  of  Engineers ) 

Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Operational  and  maintenance  facility, 
$62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  research 
and  development  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and  utilities, 

$1,146,000. 

( Transportation  Corps ) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Utilities,  $1 ,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Storage  facilities 
and  utilities,  $329,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$6,597,000. 

^  New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Storage  facility,  $1 1 7,000. 

0  Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,928,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $ 41,000 . 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Land  acquisition, 
$3,209,000. 

(. Medical  Cor  gw) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hospital  and  medical  facilities, 
$549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington:  Hospital  and  medical  facilities, 
$333,000. 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Columbia:  Hospital 
facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities,  $8,557,000. 
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FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

( First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  administrative  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $7 ,275,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housina,  $6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,000. 

( Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 8,990,000 .  . 

Fort  Georce  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities,  training  and  ( 
medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $923,000. 

( Third  Army  Area ) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,659,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $12,377 ,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $ 261,000 . 

Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical  facilities,  $5 ,000 ,000 . 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama:  Community  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,611 ,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000.  A 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

( Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training  and 
administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training  and 
administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and,  maintenance 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  operational  facilities, 
$805,000. 

Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,053,000. 
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(Fifth  Army  Area ) 

C.?lorafLo:7ro°V  housing ,  community  facilities,  training 
medical  facilities,  airfield  pavements, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $7,187  000. 

{no-ri-  LeaveVjWorth’ .  Kansas  .-Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  training 
facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Ifansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  traininq 
and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

$1528  GOO™71’  PPno^s:  Storage  facilities  and  family  housing, 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities,  $167,000. 

I,  L?fJ:  Tems,  Washington:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  traininq 
• facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,275,000. 

v  PriSildo£o0L¥0nterey’  California:  Troop  housing  and  training  facili- 
ties,  $ l  ,o  l o  . 

Fort  Ord  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and 
utilities ,  $1  yt+Oi  ,000 . 

v  Prt<L Pan  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dispensing  facili- 

lieS,  0i  . 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California:  Community  facili- 
ties,  . 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Community  facilities 
and  utilities,  $756,000. 


(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

|  Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 
f  various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities .  community  facilities 
and  utilities,  $3,014,000.  9 


( Tactical  Lnstallations) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 

(Rehabilitation) 

^cations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family  housing, 

tp2,bbl  ,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $3 ,638 ,000 . 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance,  and  storage  facility ,  $1,047,000. 

.  .  .  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  $266,000. 
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Fort  Richardson:  Troop  housing  community  facilities  storage  facih- 
ties  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utuities,JfJ,0/J,uui . 
Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance 

^Wildwood  Station  ' (Kenai) :  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 

UVmiom  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family  housing, 

$l,6o6, 000.  ( I'iir  East  Command  Area ) 


Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical  facilities,  oper- 

ational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  }«*&**•  tfflfJ^sfmThe 
inq  and  land  acquisition  and  resettlement,  $4 2  983,000  of  which,  sum  me 
Util  amount  available  for  resettlement  may  be  paid  m  advance  to  the 
Government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 


(, Pacific  Command  Area ) 


( 


Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities,  $632,000 
Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and  community  facilities, 

^Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii:  Community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 


(. Icelandic  Command  Area) 


Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  family 

housing,  $3,793,000.  _  ,  .  7QQ  nnn ' 

Classified  installations:  Family  housing,  $ 5  799,000  , 

Sec  102  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  establish  or  de¬ 
velop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition  of 
Tand  an^the  construction ,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparatwn  ani 

related  utilities  ani  equipment  in  a  total  amount  ofmSMSflOO. 

Sec  103  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  through  the  con 
struction  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  pub-A 
lie  works  includinq  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 

or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  m  a 

^LTllf.  Public°Law534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is  hereby  amended 

aS {a)° Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States ”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facilities ”  (Second  Army  Area) 

171  “For^Kno^Kentucky:  Training  buildings  and  facilities,  research 
and  development  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 

utilities,  $11 ,411 ,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

^  *  7  /;  Training  l 


1)  &lo  tTJnUcontfuenUdV^ 

States ”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service  Facilities  (Army  Medical 
Service)  in  section  101  as  follows: 
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Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  District  of  Co- 
$^1  000”ratWnal  Jacilities  and  research  and  development  facilities, 

and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

11  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  and  research 
and  development  facilities,  $2,781,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  l<  Continental  United 
States  and  subheading  “  (Signal  Corps)”  in  section  101  as  follows: 
Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Wood- 

(Ji  KLyc'j  Voi(Ji/iLi/Qj* 

and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“ Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp 
Detrick,  Maryland:” .  “ 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  establish  or 
develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construction 
conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works  m  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 


) 


SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 


Naval  shipyard,  Roston,  Alassachusetts :  Utilities  and  renin cement  oi 
piers,  $8,441,000.  '  J 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 
facilities,  including  plans  and  specifications ,  $2,200,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin ,  Carderock,  Maryland:  Research  and 
development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Land 
acquisition,  $427,000. 

^  A  aval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Site  preparation 
^waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities 
ynd  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

.  Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California:  Waterfront  facil¬ 
ities  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Replacement  of  wharf,  $308,000 
Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Connecticut- 
Family  housing,  $66,600. 

.  Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training  facilities,  helicopter 
faculties,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  research 
and  development  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,879,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Ltilities,  and  dry- 
dock  facilities,  $946,000. 

Naval  electronics  laboratory ,  San  Diego,  California:  Land  acquisition, 


Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California:  Ltilities,  $629,000. 
Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront  facilities 
steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,869,000. 
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FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  oj  Columbia:  Family  housing,  $81,000. 

Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida:  htilities,  $72,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facilities, 
$1,583,000. 

Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities,  pavements, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel  facilities,  $399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California:  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  California:  Personnel 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Waterfront  facilities,  $ 3,024,000 . 

Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon:  Personnel  facilities, 
$92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

(Naval  air  training  stations )  ( 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Bavin  Field,  Foley,  Alabama:  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  $151,000.  _  ...  I 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage  facilities,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational  aids,  training 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Aircraft,  station  and  equipment 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities ,  and  utilities,  $1 ,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $81,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station ,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids,  storage  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities,  $759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  ammunition  storage 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft 
overhaul  and  repair  facilities ,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage  facilities,  _  ammunition 
storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $5 ,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  navigational 
aids,  maintenance  facilities ,  communication  facilities,  training  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facilities,  covered 
and  cold  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $24,361 ,000. 
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{Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California:  Family  housing, 

$214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities,  storage  facilities,  ammuni¬ 
tion  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  covered  storage  facilities,  ammu¬ 
nition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing.  facilities,  security 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities, 
\$7,400,000. 

'  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ordnance  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1 ,041 ,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  communi¬ 
cation  facilities ,  operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  facilities,  and 
boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida:  Waterfront  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  and  security  facilities,  $738,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Storage  facilities,  training 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California:  Fuel  pipeline  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  and  operational  facilities,  $2,581 ,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and  operational  facilities, 
$4,660,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements,  storage 
\  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities, 
"  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Bhode  Island:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities ,  and  utilities,  $1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California,:  Training  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities ,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family  housing, 
$188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold  storage  facilities, 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,958,000.  ' 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County,  Florida:  Airfield 
pavements,  and.  land  acquisition,  $1 ,087,000. 


H.  Rept.  1083,  84-1 
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( Marine  Corps  Air  Stations ) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  facilities,  navigational  aids,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  operational  facilities ,  and  land  acquisition,  $1 ,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  communication  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina:  Family 
housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida:  Land  acquisition, 
$1,223,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,762,000. 

{Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  medical  facilities ,  and  operational  facilities,  $2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facilities ,  $2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational  aids,  and  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  $16,311 ,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Airfield  pavements, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$ 8,677,000 . 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and  research  and  development 
facilities,  $926,000. 

Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts :  Testing  facilities, 
$270,000. 

Naval  photographic  interpretation  center,  Suitland,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  photographic  preservation  facilities,  $2,34-5 ,000. 

Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  removal,  for 
flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Family  housing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Waterfront  facilities, 
administrative  facilities ,  and  utilities,  $1 ,041 ,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Cold  storage  facilities,  and 
warehouse  f  reight  elevators,  $399,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and  easement, 
$62,000. 
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MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Storage  facilities, 
community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California:  Storage  facilities, 
community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities ,  security 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $501 ,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina:  Personnel 
facilities,  security  facilities ,  and utilities ,  $1 ,059,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Carolina:  Training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1 ,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Utilities,  $648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and  ammunition- 
storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and  personnel  facilities , 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,857,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California:  Pavements,  and 
personnel  facilities ,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  California: 
Family  housing,  $47,300. 


ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 


Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  $644fiOO. 

Naval  proving  ground,  Dahlgren,  Virginia:  Land  acquisition,  $200,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory ,  Daingerfield,  Texas:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrigerated  storage 
facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  California:  Ordnance  and 
ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barricaded  sidings, 
and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Research  and 
development  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1 ,107,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Community 
facilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Key  port,  Washington:  Ordnance  facilities, 
$376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance  drawings 
storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia:  Ordnance  manufacturing 
facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Testing 
facilities,  $370,000.  .  .  . 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance  facilities, 


$241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek, 


Virginia:  Utilities, 


$420,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  California:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  $1,029,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas:  Barricaded  transfer 
depot  facilities,  $765,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory.  White  Oak,  Maryland:  Research  and  de- 
velovment  facilities,  $1 ,976,000. 

Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia:  Ammunition  storage  and 
testing  facilities,  $113,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Utilities .  $182,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities,  $307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Community 
facilities,  $553,000. 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California:  Personnel  facilities, 
$1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia:  Training  a 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1 ,942.000.  " 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $4,338,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities, 
$780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California:  Personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $119,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Security 
facilities,  $42,000. 

Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Traininq  facilities,  $2,- 
753,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland:  Plans  and  specifi¬ 
cations  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Library ,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing,  $192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and  conversion 
of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  specifications  for  I 
certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall,  $46,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medical  research 
facilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $60,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communication  facilities, 
$436,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia:  Research 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex,  Randle  Cliffs, 
Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $52,000. 
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YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center ,  Davisville,  Rhode  Island:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $5,897,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,510,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water  pollution,  including 
the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  $57,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing,  $2 ,485 ,000 . 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative  facilities , 
$1,835,000. 

Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,253,700. 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family  housing,  $6,540,800. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam  ,  Mariana  Islands:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland:  Operational  facilities,  and 
family  housing  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1 ,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies:  Aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  $91,000. 

|  Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork,  personnel  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  ordnance  facilities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $8,260,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  $975,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Air  held 
pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family  housing,  $2,613,100. 

_  Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communication  facili¬ 
ties,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Communication 
facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1 ,518,000. 

Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $155,000. 

'  Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Cold-storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,958,500. 
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Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  facilities 
and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721 ,000.  _  _ 

Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family  housing, 
$522,900. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Waterfront  facilities 

and  storage  facilities,  $5,427 ,000.  ...... 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Hay,  Cuba :  Cold-stovage  facilities, 

$1,318,000.  .  TT  ..  _  , 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Operational 

facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Testing  facili¬ 
ties,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades,  $1,132,000.  _  g 

Naval  ordnance  facility ,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  $66, 000.  \ 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Training 
facilities,  $44fiOO. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community  facilities, 
$269,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adalc,  Alaska:  Communication  facili¬ 
ties,  $439,000.  .  .  .... 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan:  Communication  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2,564  J00.  , 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site  preparation, 
communication  facilities ,  maintenance  facilities ,  personnel  facilities,  aud 

utilities,  $6,991,000.  __  ...  r  _  ... 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Communication 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $8, 061, 500.  t 
Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Storage 1 
facilities,  personnel  facilities ,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,848,600. 


YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and  acquisition  of 
family  housing ,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition  of 
land,  and  the  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total 
amount  of  $151 ,342,400. ,  .  ■  . 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  through  the  con¬ 
struction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
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works,  including  site  'preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  in  a 
total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  hereby  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition, 
construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include 
site  preparation,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities,  equipment  and 
facilities: 

Continental  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational  aids, 
u operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
rmessing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
iacilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $11 ,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pavements, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1 ,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Utilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,808,000. 

Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting ,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements,  troop  housing, 
storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,706,000. 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield,  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 
’ facilities ,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  Lighting  fccilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,402,000. 

Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin,  airbase  to  be  known  as  “Richard 
Bong  Air  Force  Base” :  Airfield  pavements ,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
communications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $16,608,000. 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania:  Training  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  medical  facilities ,  and  personnel  facilities ,  $404,000. 


16 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  1955 


Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California:  Airfield  'pavements, 
operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $1 ,501 ,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,029,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
relocation  of  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon:  Airfield 
pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing , 
$2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  a 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,959,000.  \ 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield  pavements, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minneapolis,  Minne¬ 
sota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,423,000. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facil¬ 
ities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facitities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 

'$ 5,339,000 . 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington,  Delaware:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  liqhtinq  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage 
facilities,  $504,000: 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  a 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  ' 
$1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  messing 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities ,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 6,076,000 . 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$1,039,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Airfield  pavements, 
utilities,  storage  facilities ,  and,  personnel  facilities,  $554,000. 
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B? Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Airfield  'pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Airfield  pavements , 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  and,  messing  facilities,  $343,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navigational  aids  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$112,000.' 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton,  New  York:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2 ,207 ,000 . 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1 ,881 ,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1 ,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  liqhtinq  facilities,  utilities,  storaqe  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $2,107,000. 

Various  locations:  Utilities,  land  acquisitions,  storage  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $14,196,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Air  held  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative,  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield  pavements,  and,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airheld  pavements,  airheld 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  administrative  facilities,  $9,522,000. 
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Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino ,  California:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities, 
$8,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities ,  $21 ,264,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  communi¬ 
cations  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,875,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine:  Fuel  storage 
facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma:  Storage  facilities, 
$205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Utilities,  $305,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  administrative  facilities,  $12,001 ,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  research,  development  and  test  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $7,966,000. 


AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training  facilities, 
$98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illinois:  Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  troop 
housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1 ,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities ,  land  acquisition,  and  medical  facilities ,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1 ,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,081 ,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi:  Aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport,  Mississippi: 
Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities ,  $313,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Communications  and 
navigational  aids  and  troop  housing,  $446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $1 ,525,500. 
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Laughlin  Air  Force  Base ,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  opera¬ 
tional  jacilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing, 
$ 3,695,000 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base ,  Denver,  Colorado:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1 ,557,000. 
f  Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Communications 
and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $1 ,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $104,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $4,322,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 

|  $1,153,000.' 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 
$549,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1 ,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Messing  facilities, 
$80,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Beno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  maintenance  jacilities, 
training  jacilities ,  troop  housing,  personnel  jacilities ,  andjamily  housing, 
$4,187,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield  lighting 
jacilities,  aircrajt  maintenance  jacilities ,  and  land  acquisition,  $478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
jacilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  jacilities ,  and  jamily 
housing i,  $2,410,000. 

f  Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Operational  jacilities, 
and  troop  housing  and  messing  jacilities,  $1 ,045,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop  housing, 
$275,000. 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop  housing  and 
messing  jacilities,  utilities,  and  medical  jacilities ,  $2,661,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Calijornia:  Land  acquisition, 
personnel  jacilities,  andjamily  housing,  $2,125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  $590,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 
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Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Airfield  pavements, 
$1,891,000. 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas:  Operational  facilities , 
storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $331 ,000. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Personnel  facilities, 
$520,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland:  Medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities ,  $1 ,098,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities ,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Airfield  pavements ,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili- A 
ties,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and * 
family  housing,  $7 ,073,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center,  Saint  Louis, 
Missouri:  Administrative  facilities ,  $861,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Location  to  be  determined:  Headquarters  building,  $6,000,000. 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida:  Land  acquisition,  $1,000. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  research,  development  and 
test  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities ,  $12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut:  Research  and 
development  facilities ,  $22,375,000.  i 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico:  Airfield  pave-\ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  ( Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1 ), 
Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$555,500. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities ,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and 
development  facilities ,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  shop  facilities , 
and  family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount  Washington, 
New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development  facilities ,  $588,000. 
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Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft 
maintenance,  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment,  facilities ,  and  shop  facilities ,  $7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development,  and  operational  facilities, 

$20,000,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel¬ 
dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities ,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  and  community  facilities ,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing  $3,758,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport ,  Louisiana:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel-dispensing  facilities ,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities ,  and  shop  facilities,  $1 ,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities ,  operational  facilities ,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  homing,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $5,063,000. 

Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  shop  facilities,  $1 ,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  land  acquisition , 
$5,929,0C0.' 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities , 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$5,550,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $7 ,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  rehabilitation,  land,  acquisition,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities ,  $11 ,155,000. 
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Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $12,380,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$2,187,000.  m 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel¬ 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
'$ 4,428,000 . 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$4, 115, 000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities ,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities ,  storage  facilities ,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  facilities,  $6 ,595 ,000 . 

Little  Bock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Bock,  Arkansas:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities , 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $8,571 ,000. 

Loving  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  and.  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $3,542,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements ,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $5 ,251 ,000 . 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield  pavements ,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
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jacilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  jacilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities ,  storage  jacilities,  personnel  jacilities, 
community  jacilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961 ,000. 

Ofifutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  jacilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  jacilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  jacilities , 
personnel  jacilities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg ,  New  York:  airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  jacilities ,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  jacilities ,  training  jacilities,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  jacilities,  storage  jacilities,  personnel  jacilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  jacilities,  and  family  housing,  $21 ,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Airfield 
pavements ,  fuel  dispensing  jacilities,  aircraft  maintenance  jacilities, 
training  jacilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  jacilities,  personnel 
jacilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,773,500.  m 

Travis  Air  Force  Base *  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
'$ 9,769,000 . 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $6 ,657 ,000 . 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachusetts:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $7 ,951 ,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$2,684,000. 
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Ardmore  Air  Force  Base ,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,800,000. 

Elytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,1/08,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and.  family  housing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $8,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements, 
utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $ 3,574,000 . 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $ 6,303,000 . 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Cardlina:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  facili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, $2, 5 48, 000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield  pavements,  com¬ 
munications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities ,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $7,035,000. 
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SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  .facilities,  and  utilities,  $887,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities ,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities ,  utilities ,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities ,  $100,882,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
.  community  facilities,  $1,807,000. 

F  Flrnendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$23 ,275 ,000 . 

Catena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
$518 ,000 . 

Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  $856,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage 
facilities,  $1,510,000. 

Naknelc  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,863,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication  facilities 
$ 163,000 . 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 

|  navigational'  aids  and  airfield  lighting'  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $42,017,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

'Hicham  Air  Force'  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  harbor 
facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base,  Johnston  Island:  Communication 
facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities ,  $308,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and 
navigational  aids,  $2,991 ,000. 

Various  locations:  Air  field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navi¬ 
gational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
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troop  housing,  utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$11,398,000. 

NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities ,  !f.a}mng  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,b0l  ,uuu. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
harbor  facilities,  $9,739,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $23 If, 996, 000. 

AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 

Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational  aids,  $526,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $293,000. 


AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 


Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel ;  dispensing  facilities, 
communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities ,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com- 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  harbor  | 

facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $98,552,000.  _  .  ,  , 

Sec  302  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized  through  the 
construction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related 
utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or 

destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of  $5,000,000.  _  . 

Sec.  303.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized  to  provide  an 
off-base  roadway  approximately  two  miles  in  length  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  south  boundary  of  Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi,  by 
the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction  of  Tranent  and  related 
facilities  and  appurtenances  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $350,000. 

'  Sec.  80 4 .  Public  Law  58 f,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is  hereby  amended 

as  follows: 


(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  \\  orth,  Texas, 
u  TTnifed  States and  subheadxna  Stra- 


under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States ”  and  subheading  . 
tegic  Air  Command ”  in  section  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “  $2,750,000” . 
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(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force  Range,  Texas,  under 

the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Strategic  Air 
Command ”  in  section  801  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$847,000”.  '  J 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota,  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota” 
and  “$6,494,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site,  North  Dakota” 
and  “$12,124,000” ,  respectively . 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under  the  heading 
_  Continental  United  States ”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area,  North  Dakota”  and  “$7 ,055,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota”  and 
“$10,908,000” ,  respectively. 

0)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana,  under  the 
heading  “ Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “ Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana” 
and  “$ 8,891,000 ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana” 
and  “$10,660,000” ,  respectively . 

(J)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$ 8,556,000 ”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000” . 

( g )  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command” 
in  section  301  strike  “$ 8,635,000 ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “ $10  267  - 

000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas,  under 

the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Training 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$1,078,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,478,000”.  J 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas,  under 
the  heading  “Continental.  United  States "  and  subheading  “Air  Training 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  SOI  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  “ $2 ,- 
188,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$ 4,735,000 ”  and  “$2,615,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  W right-Patter son  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
Materiel  Command”  in  section  801  strike  “$ 5,847,000 ”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000” . 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station,  Atlantic  City, 
New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$72,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station,  Nantucket,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  and,  subheading 
“Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  801  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  “$224,000” . 

(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  California, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
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Defense  Command ”  in  section  SOI  strike  “$107,000”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  “$224,000”. 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station,  Point  Con¬ 
ception,  California ,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
subheading  “Air  Defense  Command ”  in  section  SOI  strike  “$72,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$282,000” . 

(p)  In  clause  ( 3 )  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the  amounts 
“$ 389,125,000 ”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
amounts  “$405,176,000”  and  “$415,005,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  805.  Classified  location:  The  authority  granted  by  section  302, 
of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to  the  extent  of  $8,127,400 
for  the  direct  construction  of  family  housing. 

TITLE  IV 

Sec.  401.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  authorized  to  provide 
for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  in  the 
'District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere,  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost  of 
not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings,  facilities,  appur¬ 
tenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $54,500,000, 
of  which  not  more  than  $8,500,000  shall  be  available  for  transfer  to  the 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission  and  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  for  acquisition  of  land  for  and  construction  10  extend  the  George 
Washington  Memorial  Parkway  to  the  present  site  of  the  research  station 
of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  at  Langley,  Fairfax  County K  Virginia: 
Provided,  That  at  such  time  as  it  is  determined  that  construction  of  such 
headquarters  installation  at  said  research  station  will  not  be  commenced 
or  continued,  said  amount  of  $8,500,000,  or  the  remainder  thereof,  shall 
no  longer  be  available  for  obligation:  Provided  further,  That  at  such  time 
as  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the  headquarters  installation 
authorized  by  this  title,  the  Administrator  of  General  Services  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  accomplish  the  demolition  and  removal  of  temporary  Gov¬ 
ernment  building  space  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of  equivalent  occu¬ 
pancy  to  that  relinquished  by  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency. 

TITLE  V 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  501.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  re¬ 
spectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military  and  naval  installations  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I, 
II,  and  III  of  this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by  title  IV  of  this  Act,  without 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections  1186,  3648,  and  3734,  os  respectively 
amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of  title  to  under¬ 
lying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355,  as  amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 
The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the  Secretary  of  a  military  department  to 
provide  family  housing  includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the 
Secretary  concerned  determines,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  authority  to  establish 
or  develop  such  installations  and  facilities  shall  include,  in  respect  of 
those  installations  and  facilities  as  to  which  family  housing  or  the  ac- 
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quisition  of  land  is  specified  in  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of  this  Act,  author¬ 
ity  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests  thereto 
or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation,  purchase, 
exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  otherwise,  and  to  place  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  improvements  thereon  whether  such  lands  are  held  in 
fee  or  under  lease  or  under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums 
of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $224,927,000;  outside  continental  hnited  States, 
$74,984,000;  section  102,  $228,998,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000; 
or  a  total  of  $533,904,000; 

( 2 )  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II:  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $299,690,600;  outside  continental  hnited  States, 
$ 107,191,300 ;  section  202,  $151,842,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000; 
or  a  total  of  $564,224,800; 

(8)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III:  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $748,989,000;  outside  continental  United  States, 
$458,563,000;  section  802,  $ 5,000,000 ;  section  303,  $350,000;  or  a 
total  of  $1 ,207 ,902,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV:  $54,500,000. 

Sec.  508.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in  titles  I,  II,  and 
III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  be  varied 
upward  by  5  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental 
hnited  States,  and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  outside  the 
continental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so  enumerated 
under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the  total  of  all  amounts  specified 
in  respect  of  projects  in  such  title. 

Sec.  504-  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  purjwses  of  this  Act 
shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to  construction,  including  surveys, 
administration,  overhead,  planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  505.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress,  in  the  case  of  contracts 
made  pursuant  to  this  Act,  with  respect  to  the  establishment  or  develop¬ 
ment  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries 
would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and,  the  Comptroller  General  have 
agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  conducting  an  adequate  audit  of 
such  contracts,  the  President  is  authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts 
from  the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245.  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Sec.  506.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United  States  pursuant  to 
the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  so  far  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  if  the  interest  of  the  national  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby 
and  if  such  award  is  consistent  with  the,  provision  of  the  Armed  Sendees 
Procurement,  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible 
bidder. 

Sec.  507 .  Section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  407.  In  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized  to  be 
constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise ,  family  housing 
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for  occupancy  as  public  quarters  in  foreign  countries  through  housing 
projects  which  utilize  foreign  currencies  to  a  value  not  in  excess  of 
$100,000,000  acquired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  ( Public  Law  480,  Eighty- 
third  Congress )  or  through  other  commodity  transactions  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation . 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  payment  of  quarters 
allowances  fdr  military  personnel  for  the  fiscal  year  1956  and  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  fiscal  year,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allowances  otherwise 
payable  to  personnel  occupying  any  housing  constructed  or  acquired 
under  authority  of  this  section  after  deducting  amounts  chargeable  for 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such 
payments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign 
currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or  acquisition. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  quarterly  reports, 
the  first  of  which  shall  be  submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of 
housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period  preceding  the  date  of  such 
report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost,  number,  and  location  of  the  housing 
units  intended  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority 
during  the  next  succeeding  quarter.” 

Sec.  508.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the  authority  of  this 
Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area  permanent  limitations  prescribed 
in  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June 
12,  19j8  {62  Stat.  375),  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948  {62 
Stat.  459),  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third  provisos  thereof. 

Sec.  509.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are 
respectively  authorized  to  acquire  by  purchase  housing  units  which  ore 
located  near  military  installations,  which  are  adequate  and  suitable  for 
housing  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  and  as  to  which  a 
mortgage  is  insured  by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant 
to  title  VI  or  title  IX  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  subject  to  the  outstand¬ 
ing  mortgage  thereon,  and  to  assume  the  payments  thereafter  becoming 
due  on  such  mortgage.  The  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned 
may  utilize  appropriations  available  for  the  construction  of  military 
public  works  for  the  liquidation  of  any  outstanding  mortgage  assumed  by 
the  Government. 

Sec.  510.  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorize  any  building  construction  project 
within  the  continental  United  States  at  a  unit  cost  in  excess  of — 

{a)  $20  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  warehousing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing ; 

(c)  $1 ,700  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $1,400  per  man  for  ten-year-life  barracks;  or 
{e)  $5,000  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 

unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of  special  cir¬ 
cumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the  limitation  on  unit  costs 
contained  in  this  section  is  impracticable. 

Sec.  511.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for  military  public 
works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military  depart¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  establishment  or  development  of  military, 
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naval,  or  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations 
for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  prior 
to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later 
authorization  are  repealed,  except  ( 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works 
and  for  appropriations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  such  acts  in  the  titles 
that  contain  the  general  provisions,  ( 2 )  authorizations  for  military  public 
works  projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  shall  have  been  obligated 
in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  and  ( 3 )  the  authorizations  with  respect  to  military 
public  works  and  the  appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the 
A'ational  Defense  Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829). 

Sec.  512.  Section  50 4  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  50j.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance  planning,  construction  design, 
and  architectural  services  in  connection  with  public  works  projects  which 
are  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.” 

Sec.  513.  (a)  The  first  sentence  of  section  501  (b)  of  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions,  and  for  other  purposes” ,  approved  September  28,  1951  (65  Stat. 
36),  is  amended  by  striking  out  “used  by  such  owners  and  tenants  for 
residential  or  agricultural  purposes,” . 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  401  (b)  of  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to 
authorize  certain  construction  at  military  and  naval  installations,  and  for 
other  purposes” ,  approved  July  lj,  1952  (66  Slat.  606),  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “used  by  such  owner  and  tenants  for  residential  or  agricul¬ 
tural  purposes,” . 

Sec.  51 J).  None  of  the  authorization  contained  in  section  101  of  this 
Jid  for  the  construction  of  three-hundred-and-twenty-six-man  barracks 
with  mess  shall  be  used  to  provide,  with  respect  to  any  such  barracks,  for 
mess  facilities  other  than  a  single,  consolidated  mess. 

Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1956  a  nd  1957  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing 
facilities  at  or  near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents  without  rental  charge 
upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  his  designee  that  there 
is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical 
installations:  Provided,  That  not  more  than  one  thousand  housing  units 
may  be  so  leased  and  the  rental  cost  to  the  Government  for  any  housing 
unit  may  not  exceed  $ 150  per  month. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
John  Stennis, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Harry  F.  Byrd, 

Francis  Case, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military 
and  naval  installations  and  for  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended 
in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

LEGISLATION  IN  CONFERENCE 

On  June  27,  1955,  the  House  of  Representatives  passed  H.  R.  6829, 
which  was  the  fiscal  year  1956  military  construction  authorization 
for  the  three  military  departments  and  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency.  On  July  1,  1955,  the  Senate  considered  the  House  bill  and 
amended  it  by  striking  all  language  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
inserting  its  own  language. 

The  larger  differences  and  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
are  as  follows: 

In  title  I,  the  Army  section  of  the  bill,  the  House  had  permitted 
both  dredging  and  land  acquisition  for  the  West  Coast  Ammunition 
Terminal  in  California,  while  the  Senate  version  permitted  only  the 
acquisition  of  the  land  necessary  for  this  installation.  On  the  basis 
that  the  performance  of  the  dredging  at  this  time  is  not  essential, 
the  House  receded. 

During  its  consideration  of  the  bill,  as  submitted  by  the  Department, 
the  House  inserted  authority  for  the  construction  of  a  hospital  at 
Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.,  at  a  cost  of  $8,000,000.  The  conferees  agreed 
that  this  item  should  remain,  but  at  the  reduced  figure  of  $5,000,000. 
The  Senate  therefore  receded  with  an  amendment. 

In  title  II,  the  Navy  title,  the  Senate  inserted  at  the  Naval  Ship¬ 
yard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Wash.,  authorization  in  the  amount  of 
$2,000,000  to  prepare  plans  and  specifications  for  a  new  drydock 
which  would  be  capable  of  repairing  carriers  of  the  Forrestal  type 
which  had  suffered  battle  damage.  The  House  conferees  considered 
this  a  desirable  item  and  receded. 

The  three  units  of  family  housing  for  Deputy  Chiefs  of  Naval 
Operations  which  had  been  permitted  to  remain  in  the  bill  by  the 
House  were  stricken  by  the  Senate.  The  conferees  agreed  that  this 
item  should  remain  and  the  Senate  therefore  receded. 

At  the  Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  Calif.,  the  House  had 
stricken  all  construction  authority  except  that  relating  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  some  water  wells  and  a  telephone  system.  The  Senate 
permitted  all  of  the  construction  requested  by  the  Department,  which 
totaled  $6,746,000.  The  conferees  agreed  that,  in  view  of  the  un¬ 
settled  situation  with  respect  to  the  water  supply  in  that  area,  the 
House  action  should  prevail  and  the  Senate  therefore  receded.  This 
last  action  occasioned  several  other  changes  in  the  bill,  since  the 
family  housing  which  had  been  originally  requested  for  Camp  Pendle¬ 
ton  had  been  spread  over  several  installations  by  the  House.  It  was 
agreed  by  the  conferees  that  all  of  this  housing  should  be  stricken  from 
32 
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the  bill  and  tbe  House  receded.  The  land  acquisition  for  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Va.,  had  been  permitted  by  the  House  but  had 
been  stricken  by  the  Senate.  In  this  instance  the  House  receded. 

On  the  basis  of  a  long  felt  need  the  House  had  inserted  in  the  bill 
provision  for  an  air  facility  for  the  Naval  Academy.  This  item  did  not 
appear  in  the  Senate  version.  While  agreeing  that  a  facility  of  this 
kind  at  the  Naval  Academy  is  desirable,  the  conferees  agreed  that 
action  toward  its  authorization  should  await  further  study  on  the  part 
of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  House  receded.  The  hope  was 
expressed,  however,  that  the  Department  would  not  delay  its  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  matter  but  should  be  ready  to  present  its  views  in 
this  respect  when  next  there  is  submitted  to  the  Congress  a  military 
public  works  bill. 

At  the  Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Va.,  the  Senate  reduced  the 
authorization  in  the  amount  of  $500,000.  This  reduction  related  to 
the  construction  of  a  trunk  highway.  The  House  on  the  other  hand 
had  added  $432,000  to  the  original  request  to  provide  an  increase  in 
t  the  proposed  size  of  a  dispensary.  The  conferees  agreed  with  the 
r  Senate  action  with  respect  to  the  highway  and  also  with  respect  to 
the  House  action  relating  to  the  dispensary. 

As  passed  by  the  House  the  bill  precluded  the  acquisition  of  land  at 
the  Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif.  The  Senate  version  would 
have  permitted  the  land  to  be  acquired.  The  conferees,  agreed  that 
authority  should  not  be  granted  for  the  acquisition  of  this  land, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  will  shortly  make  an  investigation  of  the 
land  requirements  for  this  facility,  the  possible  combination  of  it 
with  the  previously  mentioned  West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal, 
which  is  in  the  same  area.  It  is  not  impossible  that  the  subcom¬ 
mittee’s  investigation  will  disclose  that  a  unified  operation  between 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  will  be  feasible  from  an  operational  standpoint 
and  result  in  substantial  economies. 

The  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Naval  Academy  this  year  recommended 
the  construction  of  the  air  facility  above  mentioned  and  also  the 
expansion  of  Bancroft  Hall  to  provide  needed  quarters  for  midshipmen 
and  expansion  of  the  land  area  through  fill  from  the  Severn  River. 
For  the  same  reason  noted  above  with  respect  to  the  air  facility  at  the 
}  Naval  Academy  the  House  receded  with  respect  to  the  Bancroft  Hall 
'  and  fill  items  which  it  had  inserted  in  the  bill. 

In  the  Air  Force  title  authorization  for  construction  at  the  Portland 
International  Airport,  Portland,  Oreg.,  was  stricken  by  the  House, 
while  the  Senate  permitted  it  to  remain  in  the  bill.  The  House 
receded. 

Certain  classified  construction,  totaling  $14,196,000,  at  various 
locations  was  inserted  by  the  Senate  at  the  request  of  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force  and  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
This  item  had  not  been  presented  to  the  House  committee  during  its 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  reason  that,  it  had  not  progressed  at 
that  time  to  a  point  appropriate  for  request  by  the  Department. 
The  conferees  agreed  that  this  involved  essential  construction  and  the 
House  receded. 

During  its  appearance  before  the  House  committee,  the  Ah  Force 
made  strong  representations  that  the  headquarters  of  the  Air  Research 
and  Development  Command  should  be  moved  to  Wright-Patterson 
Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio.  On  the  basis  of  the  testimony  received, 
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the  House  passed  the  bill  with  an  authorization  for  the  expenditure  of 
$6,000,000  to  provide  a  headquarters  building  at  Wright-Patterson 
Air  Force  Base.  The  Senate,  however,  deleted  this  particular  con¬ 
struction  item  from  the  Wright-Patterson  authorization  and  inserted 
authorization  for  the  construction  of  such  a  building  at  a  “Location 
to  be  determined.”  On  the  basis  of  the  fact  that  this  direly  needed 
headquarters  will  be  provided  under  either  version  of  the  bill,  the 
House  receded. 

Subsequent  to  passage  of  the  bill  by  the  House  it  was  determined 
that  there  should  be  an  increase  in  the  B-52  production.  This 
naturally  required  the  provision  of  facilities  to  accommodate  these 
additional  bombers.  The  Senate  therefore  inserted  additional  au¬ 
thorization  in  the  amount  of  $27,349,000  at  several  bases  within  the 
Strategic  Air  Command.  The  House  receded  with  respect  to  each  of 
these  additions. 

The  Senate  receded  with  respect  to  that  section  of  the  Air  Force 
title  of  the  bill  which  renders  certain  the  authorization  to  construct 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $8,127,400  at  a  classified  location. 

It  was  the  view  of  the  House  committee  during  its  consideration  of 
the  bill  that  suitable  quarters  should  be  provided  for  the  Chairman  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  certain  of  his  immediate  assistants.  It 
therefore  inserted  a  new  title  in  the  bill  which  would  have  provided 
such  quarters  and  protected  communication  facilities  at  a  cost  of 
$300,000.  The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  contained  no  such  provision. 
While  there  was  no  disagreement  among  the  conferees  that  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  should  be  provided  quarters  com¬ 
mensurate  with  his  position,  duties,  and  responsibilities,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  House  language  should  be  stricken  and  the  House  therefore 
receded.  The  conferees  agreed,  however,  that  an  immediate  study 
should  be  initiated  by  the  Department  of  Defense  directed  toward  the 
determination  of  an  appropriate  location  for  such  quarters  and  all  of 
the  details  in  connection  with  it  in  order  that  an  appropriate  item  can 
be  presented  to  the  Congress  in  the  near  future. 

The  House  version  of  the  bill  contained  an  authorization  for 
$50,000,000  for  the  construction  of  a  headquarters  for  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  and  also  an  additional  $6,000,000  authority  for 
the  acquisition  of  the  land  necessary  therefor.  The  Senate  modified 
the  language  of  the  House  to  the  extent  that  it  provided  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  construc¬ 
tion  of  buildings,  roads,  etc.,  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $53,500,000, 
of  which  latter  sum  not  more  than  $8,500,000  would  be  available,  for 
transfer  to  the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  for  acquisition  of  land. and  for  construc¬ 
tion  to  extend  the  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway  to  the 
present  site  of  the  Research  Station  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
at  Langley,  Fairfax  County,  Va.  The  conferees  agreed  on  the  Senate 
language,  but  raised  the  total  authorized  amount  by  $1,000,000. 

The  House  language  relating  to  the  provision  of  housing  in  foreign 
countries  through  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  generated  under  the 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  was 
modified  by  the  Senate  to  permit  repayment  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  by  the  use  of  appropriations  available  for  the  payment 
of  quarters  allowances,  the  House  version  having  provided  for  such 
repayment  to  be  made  from  appropriations  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works.  The  House  receded. 
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The  conferees  agreed  to  strike  the  House  language  which  would 
have  authorized  the  acquisition  of  Wherry  Housing  projects  under 
certain  conditions.  That  portion  of  the  House  language,  however, 
relating  to  title  VI  and  title  IX  housing  remains  in  the  hill. 

The  House  accepted  the  Senate  language  relating  to  cost  limitations 
for  cold-storage  warehousing,  regular  warehousing,  barracks,  and 
bachelor-officer  quarters. 

The  Abernethy  amendment  was  originally  designed  to  assist  persons 
dislocated  because  of  certain  Federal  acquisitions  of  real  estate.  This 
law  was  directed  toward  those  most  seriously  affected  by  such  acquisi¬ 
tions,  that  is,  persons  who  had  used  their  property  for  residential 
or  agricultural  purposes.  A  subsequent  amendment  of  the  law  ren¬ 
dered  this  original  concept  certain  by  the  provision  of  appropriate 
clarifying  language.  In  this  bill  the  Senate  inserted  language  which 
would  strike  from  the  law  as  amended  the  following  language:  “used 
by  such  owners  and  tenants  for  residential  or  agricultural  purposes.” 
The  House  receded. 

)  The  conferees  agreed  to  strike  that  language  inserted  by  the  Senate 
which  would  have  required  the  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
or  his  designee  to  come  into  agreement  with  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  House  with  respect  to  the  cost  of 
construction  and  the  real-estate  actions  pertaining  thereto  involved 
in  certain  authorizations  granted  by  this  bill.  The  Senate  therefore 
receded.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  striking  of  this  language 
in  no  way  affects  title  VI  of  Public  Law  155  of  the  82d  Congress 
relating  to  coming  into  agreement  with  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittees  with  respect  to  certain  real-estate  actions. 

The  Senate  inserted  a  provision  in  the  bill  which  provided  that  none 
of  the  authorization  contained  in  section  101  of  the  bill  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  326-man  barracks  with  mess  should  be  used  to  provide, 
with  respect  to  such  barracks,  mess  facilities  other  than  a  single 
consolidated  mess.  The  House  receded.  The  Senate  version  of  the 
bill  provided  authorization  to  lease  family  housing  facilities  in  the 
vicinity  of  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public  quarters  to 
military  personnel  and  their  dependents  upon  the  making  of  an  appro¬ 
priate  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  his  designee 
that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing  in  the  area  of  such  an  installa- 
)  tion.  The  language  also  provides  that  not  more  than  1,000  units  may 
be  so  leased,  and  that  the  rental  for  any  unit  may  not  exceed  $150  per 
month.  The  conferees  agreed  to  permit  this  language  to  remain  in 
the  bill. 

The  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  contained  the  authorization  of 
$2,368,998,900.  The  bill  as  it  passed  the  Senate  contained  an  author¬ 
ization  of  $2,357,317,300.  The  bill  agreed  upon  by  the  conference 
contains  an  authorization  in  the  amount  of  $2,360,530,300:  The  con¬ 
ference  amount  is  $8,468,600  less  than  the  House  passage,  and  is 
$3,213,000  more  than  the  Senate  passage. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 
Overton  Brooks, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House . 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  committee  reported  bi^s  to  increase  funds  for  Publio  Law  1+80 
and  transfer  its  administration  to  USDJ^j  include  onions  under  CEA;  amend  Farm 
Tenant  Aot;  provide  for  U3DA  report  on  tobacbo  research  program;  request  USDA  re¬ 
port  on  tobacco  research  program;  request  USDA/report  on  agricultural  weather  fore¬ 
casting*  Both  Houses  agreed  to  copf  gxence  xePo*Vt  on  mutual  security  bill*  House 
oommittee  ordered  reported  bill  to  provide  retirement  oredit  for  certain  State 
service.  House  reoeived  conference  report  on  public  works  appropriation  bill. 


HOUSE 


1*  APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  the  conference  report  on  H\  R.  6766,  the  public  works 
appropriation  bill,  which  includes  funds  for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  certain  functions  of  the  interior  Department,  and 
certain  civil  fungxions  of  the  Army  (H.  Rept.  IO85)  (poV8678-83 )* _ _ 

Received  and  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  o829,  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations,  •  iaolud** 
ing  a  provision  for  financing  certain  military  housing  by  furnishing  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  (H.  Rept.  1083)  (pPe  8661-71 )• 


20  FOREIGN  AID*  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S  2090,  the  mutual 
seourityaid  bill  (pp*  8633-5,  8656-9).  This  bill  is  now  ready  fpr  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  /See  Digest  lll+  for  statement. 

3®  FOREIGN  TRADE*  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  6059*  the  bill  to  revise  theN^hilippine 
Trade  Agreements  Act  (pp.  861+8-54)' 


!+• /PERSONNEL*  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  ordered  reported 
following  bills:  H.  R«  6590,  to  prohibit  Federal  employment  to  disloyal 
sons  or  to  those  -vh  o  believe  in  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Federal 


jr- 


Government;  S.  lOi+l,  to  include  certain  State  service  in  computation  of  aj- 
ited  service  toward  annuity;  S.  1792,  to  amend  the  Federal  Employees  Grobp 
Life  Insurance  Act,  regarding  assumption  of  funds  of  non-profit  association 
of  Federal  employees  (p.  D676). 

The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  recommended  that  a  resolution 
be  introduced  giving  the  committee  authority  to  investigate  postal  and  civil- 
service  matters  under  its  jurisdiction  (p.  D676). 


MINING;  FORESTS.  The  Riles  Committee  reported  a  resolution  waiving  points  of 
order  and  providing  for  debate  on  H.  R.  6373 *  to  extend  programs  to  encourage 
the  discovery,  development,  and  production  of  certain  domestic  minerals  (p. 

8659). 


6.  ORGANIZATION.  Rep.  Reece  inserted  the  statement  of  Mr*  Hoover  on  June  3^*  1955 
which  marked  the  end- of  his  chairmanship  of  the  Hoover  Commission  (pp»  8677-8)« 


RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R.  4308,  for  the  relief  of  desert  land  entrymen  whose  entries  are 
dependent  upon  percolating  waters  for  reclamation  (H.  Rept*  1084)  (p*  860I4- ) •  ■ 


8.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  the  House  program  m  11  be 
as  follows*  "Mon.,  July  11,  the  mutual  security  appropriation  bill;  Tues., 
July  12,  the  Farm  Credit  Act  of  1955;  Wed.,  July  13  and  balance  of  the  week, 
minimum  wage  bill.  Social  Security  Act  amendments  for  1955*  H.  R.  6373*  ex“ 
tension  of  Domestic  Minerals  Program  Act  of  1953*  and  H.  R.  7089*  the  Service¬ 
men’s  and  Veterans’  Survivor  Benefits  Act."  (o.  D677)« 


\ 


\ 


"WHEAT  TRANSPORTATION.  Rop.  >  Cannon  dGp.ldred  the  shortage  of  transportation 
facilities  for  the  new  wheat  crop  and  suggested  that  the  Department  not  ship 
old  grain  during  the  period  when  the  new  crop  is  being  prepared  for  shipment 
(0.  8471*  July  5). 


10.  FORESTRY.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  605,  which  Would  abolish  the  80-rod  reser¬ 
vation  of  public  ownership  between  public  land  hls-lms  located  on  shore  waters 
in  Alaska  (pp.  8489-90*  July  5)« 


C 


11.  ACCOUNTING.  As  reported  (June  29)*  H.  R.  7035  authorizes  the  Comptroller 

General  to  authorize  reimbursement  from  available  appropriations  or  funds  of 
disbursing  or  other  accountable  officers  or  agents  for  amounts  paid  by  them 
or  in  their  behalf  in  restitution  of  an  actual  physical  loss  or  deficiency. 
This  would  apply  to  amounts  paid  by  or  on  behalf  of  such  officers  since  August 
1,  1947*  the  date  of  the  existing  law  now  authorizing  relief  but  not  reimburse 
menfc. 

As  reported  (June  29)*  H.  R.  7034  authorizes  the  Comptroller  General  to 
relieve  a  disbursing  officer  of  accountability  and  responsibility,  and  to 
allow  credit  in  his  official  disbursing  accounts  for  a  deficiency,  when  it 
has  been  determined  that  such  payments  Mere  not  the  result  of  bad  Vaith  or 
lack  of  due  care  on  the  part  of  such  disbursing  officer  for  whom  relief  is 
sought.  It  further  provides  that  relief  may  be  denied  in  any  case  in\which 
yfche  Comptroller  General  determines  that  the  department  or  agency  concerned 


/ 


has  not  diligently  pursued  collection  action  in  accordance  with  procedures 


prescribed  by  the  Comptroller  General, 


12.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  July  11  (p.  8684) 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8661 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  we  can  get 
through  pleasantly. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  am 
'sure  we  can.  I  will  try  to  restrain  my- 
Etelf  this  afternoon.  May  I  ask  whether 
the  bill  introduced  today  to  end  this 
stnke  which  is  causing  so  much  discom- 
fort\in  this  city  will  be  given  considera¬ 
tion  TV  Is  there  any  prospect  of  getting 
that  Ifegislation  before  the  House? 

Mr.  VlcCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  is  a  much  better  parlia¬ 
mentarian  than  I. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  My, 
my,  my,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  those 
words  taken\down.  The  statement  is 
not  accurate.X 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it 
adjourn  to  meet  Vn  Monday  next.  Is 
there  objection?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


INTERIM  AUTHORITY  TO  THE 
SPEAKER  AND  THE  CLERK 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  th.at  notwith¬ 
standing  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
until  Monday  next,  the  ClerkNpe  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  messages  from  the  Senate 
and  that  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to 
sign  any  enrolled  bills  and  jointVesolu- 
tions  duly  passed  by  the  two  Houses  and 
found  truly  enrolled.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  \ 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

— 

MILITARY,  NAVAL,  AND  AIR  FORCE 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  VINSON  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes : 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1083) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6829)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at 
military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

‘‘title  i 

“Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
tuthorized  to  establish  or  develop  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition, 
construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or 
installation  of  permanent  or  temporary  pub¬ 
lic  works  in  respect  to  the  following  projects, 
which  include  site  preparation,  appurte¬ 
nances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 
“Continental  United  States 
“Technical  Services  Facilities 
“(Ordnance  Corps) 

“Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland: 
Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 


“Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Da¬ 
kota:  Family  housing,  $1,428,000. 

“Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky: 
Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$509,000. 

“Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $1,- 
933,000. 

"Frankford  Arsenal,  Penhsylvania:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $855,000. 

“Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $875,000. 

“Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,843,- 
000. 

“Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $140,000. 

“Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama:  Research 
and  development  facilities  and  community 
facilities,  $2,865,000. 

“Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $347,000. 

“Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Utilities, 
$400,000. 

“Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

“Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $129,000. 

“Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,075,000. 

“White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mex¬ 
ico:  Troop  supporting  facility,  and  research 
and  development  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

"Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$632,000. 

“(Quartermaster  Corps) 

“Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Storage 
facilities,  $84,000. 

“Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey: 
Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$174,000. 

“Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  medical  facility,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,000. 

“Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee :  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $99,000. 

“New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Family  housing,  $568,000. 

“Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  family  housing,  $337,000. 

“(Chemical  Corps) 

“Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland:  Troop 
housing,  storage  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,248,- 
000. 

“Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $92,000. 

“Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $452,- 
000. 

“Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop 
housing,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $1,129,000. 

“Pine  Bluff  Arsenal  (including  Midwest 
Chemical  Depot),  Arkansas:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,000. 

“Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $773,000. 

“(Signal  Corps) 

“Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

“Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  community  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  housing, 
$5,913,000. 

“Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky :  Main¬ 
tenance  facility,  and  family  housing,  $538,- 
000. 

“Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey :  Community 
facilities,  $615,000. 

“Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California: 
Troop  housing,  maintenance  facility,  and 
family  housing,  $715,000. 

“Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania: 
Troop  housing,  $649,000. 


“Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California: 
Community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,298,000. 

“Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  storage  facility,  and  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facility,  $695,000. 

“(Corps  of  Engineers) 

“Army  Map  Service,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facility,  $62,000. 

“Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,- 
608,000. 

"Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois: 
Operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

“Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage 
facilities  and  utilities,  $1,146,000. 

“(Transportation  Corps) 

“Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York :  Utilities, 
$1,055,000. 

“Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South 
Carolina:  Storage  facilities  and  utilities, 
$329,000. 

“Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  training  facilities,  med¬ 
ical  facility,  and  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $6,597,000. 

“New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana:  Stor¬ 
age  facility,  $117,000. 

“Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,- 
923,000. 

“Fort  Story,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $41,000. 

“West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Land  acquisition,  $3,209,000. 

“(Medical  Corps) 

“William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas: 
Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  $586,000. 

“Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas:  Hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  $549,000. 

“Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington: 
Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  $333,000. 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  Hospital  facilities,  and  re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $3,557,000. 

"Field  Forces  Facilities 
“(First  Army  area) 

“Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $7,275,000. 

“Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $6,698,000. 

“Fort  Jay,  New  York:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  $731,000. 

“Fort  Niagara,  New  York:  Storage  facilities, 
$209,000. 

“Fort  Totten,  New  York:  Utilities,  $170,- 

000. 

“(Second  Army  area) 

“Fort  Holabird,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$612,000. 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  medical  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $8,990,000. 

“Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $923,000. 

“(Third  Army  area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  training  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $10,392,000. 

“Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  training  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  air¬ 
field  pavements,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,- 
659,000. 
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“Port  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  training  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $12,377,000. 

“Camp  Gordon,  Georgia:  Community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $261,000. 

“Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical 
facilities,  $5,000,000. 

“Port  McClellan,  Alabama:  Community  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,611,000. 

“Camp  Rucker,  Alabama:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  and  operational  and  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  $2,070,000. 

“Camp  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing, 
storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $967,000. 

“(Fourth  Army  area) 

“Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  and  operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $4,645,000. 

“Port  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $12,922,000. 

“Port  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing 
and  operational  facilities,  $805,000. 

“Port  Sill,  Oklahoma:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,053,000. 

"(Fifth  Army  area) 

“Port  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  training  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield 
pavements,  storage  facilities,  and  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $7,487,000. 

“Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  training  facilities,  and 
operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

“Camp  Lucas,  Michigan:  Community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $145,000. 

“Port  Riley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  training  and  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties.  and  family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

“Port  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Storage  facilities 
and  family  housing,  $1,528,000. 

“(Sixth  Army  area) 

“Camp  Hanford,  Washington:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $167,000. 

“Port  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  training  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $15,275,000. 

“Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop 
housing  and  training  facilities,  $1,878,000. 

“Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,407,- 
000. 

“Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California: 
Liquid  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $144,000. 

“United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Community  facilities,  $184,000. 

“Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family 
housing,  $709,000. 

“(Military  Academy) 

“United  States  Military  Academy,  New 
York:  Community  facilities  and  utilities, 
$756,000. 

“(Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project) 

“Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $1,231,000. 

“Various  installations:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$3,014,000. 

“(Tactical  installations) 

“Various  locations:  Family  housing, 
$8,135,000. 

“(Rehabilitation) 

“Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  fa¬ 
cilities  for  family  housing,  $2,661,000. 


“Outside  Continental  United  States 
“(Alaskan  area) 

“Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,638,000. 

“Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and 
storage  facility,  $1,047,000. 

“Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities 
and  liquid  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $266,000. 

“Fort  Richardson :  Troop  housing,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$9,079,000. 

“Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  op¬ 
erational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,- 
183,000. 

“Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) :  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  community  facilities,  $469,000. 

“Various  locations :  Rehabilitation  of  facil¬ 
ities  for  family  housing,  $1,656,000. 

“(Par  East  Command  area) 

“Okinawa:  Community,  troop  supporting, 
and  medical  facilities,  operational,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  administrative  facilities,  utilities, 
family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  re¬ 
settlement,  $42,983,000,  of  which  sum  the 
total  amount  available  for  resettlement  may 
be  paid  in  advance  to  the  Government  of  the 
Ryukyu  Islands. 

“(Pacific  Command  area) 

“Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing, 
$714,000. 

“Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Util¬ 
ities,  $832,000. 

“Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii:  Storage  and 
community  facilities,  $3,162,000. 

“Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting 
Station,  Hawaii:  Community  facilities,  and 
family  housing  $363,000. 

“(Icelandic  Command  area) 

“Keflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,793,000. 

“Classified  installations:  Family  housing, 
$5,799,000. 

“Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  or  develop  classified 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $223,- 
993,000. 

“Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au¬ 
thorized  through  the  construction,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works,  including  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities 
damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$10  million. 

“Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second 
Congress,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  and  sub¬ 
heading  ‘Field  Forces  Facilities'  (Second 
Army  area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“  ‘Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  build¬ 
ings  and  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  utilities,  $11,411,000.’ 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“  ‘Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Training  build¬ 
ings  and  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $9,411,000.’ 

“(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  and  sub¬ 
heading  ‘Technical  Service  Facilities’  (Army 
Medical  Service)  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“  ‘Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Wash¬ 
ington,  District  of  Columbia:  Operational 
facilities  and  research  and  development  fa¬ 
cilities,  $731,000.’ 

“and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“  ‘Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Wash¬ 
ington,  District  of  Columbia,  and  Forest 
Glen,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $2,731,- 
000.’ 


“Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  so 
much  thereof  under  the  heading  ‘Continen¬ 
tal  United  States’  and  subheading  ‘(Signal 
Corps)’  in  section  101  as  follows: 

“  ‘Department  of  the  Army  transmitting 
station,  vicinity  of  Woodbridge,  Virginia:’ 
“and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“  ‘Department  of  the  Army  transmitting 
station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland:’. 
“title  ii 

“Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  or  develop  naval  instal¬ 
lations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects, 
which  include  site  preparation,  appurtenan¬ 
ces,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

“Continental  United.  States 
“Shipyard  Facilities 

“Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts: 
Utilities  and  replacement  of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

“Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound.  Bremerton, 
Washington:  Drydock  facilities,  including 
plans  and  specifications,  $2,200,000. 

“David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock, 
Maryland :  Research  and  development  facili¬ 
ties,  $14,302,000. 

“Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard.  Charles¬ 
ton,  South  Carolina:  Land  acquisition, 
$427,000. 

“Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Site  preparation,  waterfront  facil¬ 
ities,  administrative  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,800,000. 

“Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Waterfront  facilities  and  sand¬ 
blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 

“Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Re¬ 
placement  of  wharf,  $308,000. 

“Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory. 
New  London,  Connecticut:  Family  housing, 
$66,600. 

“Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Pan¬ 
ama  City,  Florida:  Administrative  facilities, 
community  facilities,  training  facilities,  heli¬ 
copter  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  waterfront  facilities,  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,379,000. 

“Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Utilities,  and  drydock  facilities, 
$946,000. 

“Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego, 
California:  Land  acquisition,  $143,000. 

“Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Utilities,  $629,000. 

“Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities,  steam  test  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,000. 

“Fleet  Base  Facilities 

“Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia: 
Family  housing,  $81,000. 

“Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Utilities,  $72,000. 

“Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Personnel  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

“Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront 
facilities,  pavements,  utilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $9,972,000. 

“Naval  station.  Orange,  Texas:  Personnel 
facilities,  $399,000. 

“Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Utilities,  $57,000. 

“Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San 
Francisco,  California:  Personnel  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Personnel  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

“Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $3,024,000. 

“Naval  station,  Tongue  Point,  Astoria, 
Oregon:  Personnel  facilities,  $92,000. 
“Aviation  Facilities 
“(Naval  air  training  stations) 

“Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice- 
Orange  Grove  Area,  Texas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,000. 
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•'Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field, 
Foley,  Alabama:  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
$151,000. 

"Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field, 
Texas:  Storage  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

“Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas: 
Navigational  aids,  training  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Air¬ 
craft,  station  a-nd  equipment  maintenance 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $1,886,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas: 
Utilities,  $81,000. 

"Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville, 
Texas:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  facilities,  navigational  aids,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

“Naval  adr  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee: 
Utilities,  $759,000. 

“Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  navigational  aids,  personnel 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  plans  and  specifications  for 
aircraft  overhaul  and  repair  facilities, 
$3,453,000. 

"Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
fuel  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage 
and  ordnance  facilities,  security  facilities, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,544,000. 

“Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
navigational  aids,  maintenance  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  training  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  fuel  storage  and 
dispensing  facilities,  covered  and  cold-storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  medical  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $24,361,000. 

"(Fleet  support  air  stations) 

"Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  seadrome 
lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jer¬ 
sey:  Storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $233,000. 

"Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field, 
California:  Family  housing,  $214,600. 

"Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

“Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida: 
Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  facilities,  covered  storage 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  security 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,400,000. 

“Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro, 
California:  Ordnance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $366,000. 

“Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Ne¬ 
vada:  Operational  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,041,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida: 
Airfield  pavements,  communication  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,224,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel 
storage  facilities,  and  boathouse,  $211,000. 

"Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport, 
Florida:  Waterfront  facilities,  communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  security  facilities,  $738,- 
000. 

“Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California: 
Storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  person¬ 


nel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,370,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Fuel  pipeline  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  and  operational  facilities,  $2,581,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  communication  facilities,  and  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $4,660,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
$5,281,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode 
Island:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,062,000. 

“Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

“Naval  auxiliary  air  statibn,  Sanford,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Family  housing,  $188,900. 

"Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Cold  storage  facilities,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $342,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  training  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $1,958,000. 

"Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval 
County,  Florida :  Airfield  pavements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,087,000. 

"(Marine  Corps  air  stations) 

"Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beau¬ 
fort,  South  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  facilities,  navigational  aids, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,649,000. 

"Marine  Corps  air  station.  Cherry  Point, 
North  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  waterfront  facilities, 
navigational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,762,000. 

“Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

"Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Eden- 
ton.  North  Carolina;  Family  housing, 
$1,421,500. 

“Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida: 
Land  acquisition,  $1,223,000. 

"Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mo¬ 
jave,  California:  Maintenance  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $2,305,400. 

"Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $2,762,000. 

“(Special  purpose  air  stations) 

"Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague, 
Virginia:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,858,000. 

"Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern, 
California:  Research  and  development  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,615,000. 

“Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  navigational  aids,  and  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

“Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River, 
Maryland :  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  oil  storage  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $8,677,000. 

“Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu, 
California:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  and  research  and 
development  facilities,  $926,000. 

"Naval  air  station.  South  Weymouth,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts:  Testing  facilities,  $270,000. 


"Naval  photographic  interpretation  center, 
Suitland,  Maryland:  Operational  and  photo¬ 
graphic  preservation  facilities,  $2,345,000. 

"Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and 
obstruction  removal,  for  flight  clearance, 
$23,000,000. 

"Supply  Facilities 

"Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida: 
Family  housing,  $15,200. 

"Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode 
Island:  Waterfront  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,041,000. 

"Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia: 
Cold  storage  facilities,  and  warehouse  freight 
elevators,  $399,000. 

“Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California: 
Utilities,  and  easement,  $62,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Facilities 

"Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany, 
Georgia:  Storage  facilities,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities,  $3,157,000. 

"Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow, 
California:  Storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  security  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $501,000. 

"Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North 
Carolina:  Personnel  facilities,  security  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities,  $1,059,000. 

"Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island, 
South  Carolina:  Training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,654,000. 

"Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Utilities,  $648,000. 

"Marine  Corps  clothing  depot.  Annex 
Numbered  3,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania: 
Utilities,  $30,000. 

"Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia: 
Covered  and  ammunition -storage  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  training  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,- 
857,000. 

"Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego, 
California:  Pavements,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $120,000. 

"Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty- 
nine  Palms,  California:  Family  housing, 
$47,300. 

"Ordnance  Facilities 

"Naval  ammunition  depot.  Charleston, 
South  Carolina:  Ordnance  facilities,  $193,000. 

"Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station, 
Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Research  and  devel¬ 
opment  facilities,  $644,000. 

"Naval  proving  ground,  Dahlgren,  Virginia: 
Land  acquisition,  $200,000. 

"Naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas:  Research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

"Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jer¬ 
sey:  Refrigerated  storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

"Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Ordnance  and  ammunition  storage 
facilities,  $514,000. 

“Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne, 
Nevada:  Barricaded  sidings,  and  utilities, 
$1,424,000. 

"Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Mary¬ 
land:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,107,000. 

"Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern, 
California:  Community  facilities,  $375,000. 

"Naval  torpedo  station,  Keyport,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Ordnance  facilities,  $376,000. 

“Naval  Ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Ken¬ 
tucky:  Ordnance  drawings  storage  facilities, 
$927,000. 

“Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia: 
Ordnance  manufacturing  facilities,  $3,800,- 
000. 

"Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  New¬ 
port,  Rhode  Island:  Testing  facilities,  $370.- 
000. 

“Naval  magazine.  Port  Chicago,  California: 
Ordnance  facilities,  $241,000. 

“Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens 
Creek,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $420,000. 
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"Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal 
Beach,  California:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$1,029,000. 

"Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker, 
Arkansas:  Barricaded  transfer  depot  facili¬ 
ties,  $765,000. 

"Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak, 
Maryland:  Research  and  development  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,976,000. 

"Naval  mine  depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia: 
Ammunition  storage  and  testing  facilities, 
$113,000. 

"Service  School  Facilities 

"Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland: 
Utilities,  $182,000. 

"Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland: 
Personnel  facilities,  $307,000. 

“Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina:  Community  facilities,  $553,000. 

"Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Personnel  facilities,  $1,402,000. 

"Fleet  air  defense  training  center.  Dam 
Neck,  Virginia:  Training  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

"Naval  training  center.  Great  Lakes.  Illi¬ 
nois:  Training  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $4,338,000. 

“Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Mary¬ 
land:  Personnel  facilities,  $780,000. 

"Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  Cal¬ 
ifornia:  Personnel  facilities,  $119,000. 

“Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania:  Personnel  facilities,  $1,428,- 
000. 

“Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire:  Security  facilities,  $42,000. 

“Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $2,753,000. 

"Medical  Facilities 

"National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda, 
Maryland:  Plans  and  specifications  for  the 
Armed  Forces  Medical  Library,  $350,000. 

"Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts: 
Family  housing,  $192,800. 

“Naval  hospital.  Corona,  California:  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  and  conversion  of  existing  struc¬ 
tures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

"Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois: 
Plans  and  specifications  for  certain  medical 
facilities,  $750,000. 

"Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida: 
Retaining  wall,  $46,000. 

"Naval  submarine  base.  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Medical  research  facilities,  $755,- 
000. 

"Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Utilities,  $60,000. 

"Communications  Facilities 

"Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia: 
Communication  facilities,  $436,000. 

"Office  of  Naval  Research  Facilities 

“Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington, 
District  of  Columbia:  Research  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $163,000. 

"Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake 
Bay  Annex,  Randle  Cliffs,  Maryland:  Re¬ 
search  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$52,000. 

"Yards  and  Docks  Facilities 

"Naval  construction  battalion  center, 
Davisville,  Rhode  Island:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  and  storage  facilities,  $5,397,000. 

“Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia: 
Utilities,  $2,510,000. 

“Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port 
Hueneme,  California:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$1,225,000. 

“Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abate¬ 
ment  of  water  pollution,  including  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 

“Outside  continental  United-  States 
"Shipyard  Facilities 

"Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel 
facilities,  $57,000. 

“Fleet  Base  Facilities 

"Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $2,485,000. 


“Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $1,835,000. 

“Naval  base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba: 
Utilities,  $56,000. 

"Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands: 
Personnel  facilities,  medical  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $15,253,700. 

“Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan:  Family 
housing,  $6,540,800. 

"Aviation  Facilities 

"Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana 
Islands:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  personnel  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

"Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland: 
Operational  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,589,800. 

"Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,978,800. 

"Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West 
Indies:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
$91,000. 

"Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine 
Islands:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  earthwork,  personnel 
facilities,  communication  facilities,  ordnance 
facilities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $8,260,000. 

"Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay, 
Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,- 
977,300. 

"Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $975,000. 

“Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay, 
Territory  of  Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel¬ 
dispensing  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,- 
227,600. 

"Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Family 
housing,  $2,613,100. 

"Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Is¬ 
lands:  Communication  facilities,  ammuni¬ 
tion  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $4,411,000. 

"Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory 
of  Hawaii :  Communication  facilities  and 
operational  facilities,  $1,518,000. 

"Naples,  Italy:  Operational  facilities  and 
storage  facilities,  $155,000. 

“Naval  air  facility.  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco:  Cold-storage  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,958,500. 

"Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto 
Rico:  Operational  facilities  and  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  $3,721,000. 

"Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine 
Islands:  Family  housing,  $522,900. 

"Supply  Facilities 

"Naval  supply  depot,  Guam,  Mariana  Is¬ 
lands:  Waterfront  facilities  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $5,427,000. 

"Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay, 
Cuba:  Cold-storage  facilities,  $1,318,000. 

"Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $270,000. 

"Ordnance  Facilities 

"Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Testing  facilities,  and  rail¬ 
road  facilities  and  barricades,  $1,132,000. 

“Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan: 
Personnel  facilities,  $66,000. 

"Service  School  Facilities 

"Fleet  training  center.  Pearl  Harbor,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Hawaii:  Training  facilities,  $44,000. 

"Medical  Facilities 

"Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Community  facilities,  $269,000. 

"Communication  Facilities 

"Naval  communication  station,  Adak, 
Alaska:  Communication  facilities,  $439,000. 

"Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan: 
Communication  facilities  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $2,564,700. 

"Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak, 
Alaska:  Site  preparation,  communication  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 


"Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine 
Islands:  Communication  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,061,500. 

“Naval  communication  facility,  Port  Lyau¬ 
tey,  Frgnch  Morocco:  Storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

“Yards  and  Docks  Facilities 

"Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone: 
Utilities,  and  acquisition  of  family  housing, 
$3,069,000. 

"Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Utilities,  $940,- 
000. 

"Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  or  develop  classified 
naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land,  and  the  construction,  con¬ 
version,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities, 
equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total 
amount  of  $151,342,400. 

"Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  au¬ 
thorized  through  the  construction,  rehabili¬ 
tation  or  installation  of  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and 
equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities 
damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$6,000,000. 

"title  m 

"Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
is  hereby  authorized  to  establish  or  develop 
Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  reha¬ 
bilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  projects,  which  include  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances  and  related  utilities, 
equipment  and  facilities: 

" Continental  United  States 
"Air  Defense  Command 

"Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Ft.  Myers, 
Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $11,577,000. 

"Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Min¬ 
nesota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $1,200,000. 

"Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Col¬ 
orado:  Utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

"Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski, 
Vermont:  Fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting,  and  utilities,  $213, 00^. 

"Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  troop  housing,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,716,000. 

"Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing-,  $4,706,- 
000. 

“Grand  Forks  site.  North  Dakota:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  com¬ 
munications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $5,822,000. 

“Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City. 
Missouri :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities. 
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■utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$3,402,000. 

“Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin,  air¬ 
base  to  be  known  as  ‘Richard  Bong  Air  Force 
Base’:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $16,- 
608,000. 

"Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport  Coraopolis, 
Pennsylvania:  Training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$404,000. 

“Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  anq 
personnel  facilities,  $1,501,000. 

“Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie, 
Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,029,000. 

“K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Mar¬ 
quette,  Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  relocation 
of  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

“Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Kla¬ 
math  Falls,  Oregon:  Airfield  pavements,  relo¬ 
cation  of  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,042,000. 

“McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,959,000. 

“McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Ten¬ 
nessee:  Airfield  pavements,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $582,000. 

“Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $1,423,000. 

“Minot  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communica¬ 
tions,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $5,339,000. 

“New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport, 
Wilmington,  Delaware:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
and  storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

“Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  New  York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $1,748,000. 

“Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  messing  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $6,076,000. 

“Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  $2,445,000. 

“Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washing¬ 
ton:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 


cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$1,039,000. 

“Portland  International  Airport,  Portland, 
Oregon:  Airfield  pavements,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $554,000. 

“Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle, 
Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facili¬ 
ties,*  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

“Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Michigan:  Airfield  pavements,  communica¬ 
tions  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $5,526,600. 

“Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  and  messing  facilities,  $343,000. 

“Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New 
York:  Navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $112,000. 

“Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  West- 
hampton.  New  York :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2,207,000. 

“Traverse  City  area,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$1,881,000. 

“Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,263,000. 

“Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Mich¬ 
igan:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,511,000. 

“Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

“Yuma  Comity  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  $2,107,000. 

“Various  locations:  Utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tions,  storage  facilities,  and  administrative 
facilities,  $14,196,000. 

“Air  Materiel  Command 

“Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and 
storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

“Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,803,000. 

"Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Airfield 
pavements,  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
$2,386,000. 

“Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas : 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $1,945,000. 

•  “McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
California:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $9,522,000. 

“Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino, 
California :  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 


troop  housing,  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $3,205,000. 

“Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown, 
Pennsylvania:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  $21,264,000. 

“Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,375,000. 

“Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Sears- 
port,  Maine:  Fuel  storage  facilities,  $133,000. 

“Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma:  Storage  facilities,  $205,000. 

"Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio: 
Utilities,  $305,000. 

"Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  fa¬ 
cilities,  $12,001,000. 

“Various  locations:  Storage  facilities, 
$170,000. 

“Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

“Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida: 
Airfield  pavements,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  research,  develop¬ 
ment  and  test  facilities,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $7,966,000. 

“Air  Training  Command 

“Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas: 
Training  facilities,  $98,000. 

“Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas :  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$914,000. 

"Chanute  Air  Force  Ease,  Rantoul,  Illinois: 
Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

"Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama: 
Airfield  pavements,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

“Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,816,000. 

“Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyoming:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  $1,403,000. 

“Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

"Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mis¬ 
sissippi:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

“Headquarters  technical  training.  Air 
Force,  Gulfport,  Mississippi:  Acquisition  of 
land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 

“Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen, 
Texas:  Communications  and  navigational 
aids  and  troop  housing,  $446,000. 

“James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco, 
Texas:  Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$383,000. 

“Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas :  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $1,525,500. 

“Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $3,695,000. 

“Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,- 
217,000. 

“Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona: 
Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,557,- 
000. 

"Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia  :  Communications  and  navigational 
aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

“McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kan¬ 
sas:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $104,000. 

“Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa- 
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cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $4,- 
322,000. 

“Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,153,000. 

“Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $956,000. 

“Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio, 
Texas:  Troop  housing,  $549,000. 

“Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,076,- 
000. 

“Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1, 
247,000. 

“Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Witchita  Falls, 
Texas:  Messing  facilities,  $80,000. 

“Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $4,187,000. 

“Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City, 
Florida:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 

$478,000.  „  ,  , 

“Vance  Air  P’orce  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma: 
Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $871,000. 

“Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas: 
Shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,410,- 
000.  „  .  , 

“Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Ari¬ 
zona  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,045,000. 

“Air  University 

“Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Troop  housing,  $275,000. 

“Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Ala¬ 
bama:  Troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,661,000. 

“Continental  Air  Command 

“Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Land  acquisition,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,125,500. 

“Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio, 
Texas:  Troop  housing,  $590,000. 

“Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Geor¬ 
gia:  Airfield  pavements,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $758,000. 

“Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New 
York:  Airfield  pavements,  $1,891,000. 

“Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells, 
Texas:  Operational  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $331,000. 

“Headquarters  Command 

“Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.: 
Personnel  facilities,  $520,000. 

“Military  Air  Transport  Service 

"Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
Maryland:  Medical  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $1,098,000. 

“Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston, 
South  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $4,032,000. 

“Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $7,073,000. 

“McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown, 
New  Jersey:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $5,564,000. 

“Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach, 
Florida :  Operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$818,000. 

“Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  Saint  Louis,  Missouri:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $861,000. 


“Research  and  Development  Command 

“Location  to  be  determined:  Headquarters 
building,  $6,000,000. 

"Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida: 
Land  acquisition,  $1,000. 

"Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment  and  test  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  community  facilities,  $12,42^,000. 

“Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford, 
Connecticut:  Research  and  development  fa¬ 
cilities,  $22,375,000. 

“Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo, 
New  Mexico:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  utilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $4,965,000. 

“Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland 
Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $555,500. 

“Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque, 
New  Mexico:  Aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $905,000. 

“Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford, 
Massachusetts:  Airfield  pavements,  com¬ 
munications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $3,705,000. 

“Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects 
Laboratory,  Mount  Washington,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Research  and  development  facilities, 
$588,000. 

“Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida: 
Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research 
and  development  facilities,  and  shop  facili¬ 
ties,  $7,600,000. 

“Various  locations:  Research,  development, 
and  operational  facilities,  $20,000,000. 

“Strategic  Air  Command 

“Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  adminis- 
tative  and  community  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

"Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,758,000. 

“Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  communications  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $7,379,000. 

“Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas: 
Airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,770,000. 

“Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $5,063,000. 

“Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville, 
Kentucky:  Airfield  pavements,  communica¬ 
tions,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  shop  facilities, 
$1,975,000. 

“Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,929,000. 

"Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $5,- 
650,000. 


“Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton, 
Oklahoma:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisitions,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $10,208,500. 

“Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mis¬ 
sissippi:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
faclities,  community  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,629,000. 

“Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson, 
Arizona:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,803,000. 

“Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
rehabilitation,  land  acquisition,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $11,155,000. 

“Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  trocp  housing,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $12,380,000. 

“Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,187,000. 

“Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  shop  facilities,  $4,753,000. 

“Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas: 
Troop  housing,  medical  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $482,000. 

“Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  communica¬ 
tions,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$5,435,000. 

“Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $4,428,000. 

“Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$4,115,000. 

“Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles, 
Louisiana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel-dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $2,396,000. 

“Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebras¬ 
ka:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $6,595,000. 

“Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,317,000. 
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"Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, 
Ohio:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$8,571,000. 

“Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,542,000. 

“MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $5,251,000. 

"March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$3,741,000. 

“Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Moun¬ 
tain  Home,  Idaho:  Airfield  pavements,  op¬ 
erational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities;  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $5,961,000. 

"Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska: 
Utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $128,000. 

"Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Flor¬ 
ida  :  Airfield  pavements,  communications  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,118,- 
000. 

'  "Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg, 
New  York:  airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  op¬ 
erational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and 
community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$21,988,000. 

"Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  family  housing,  $24,850,000. 

“Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Mis¬ 
souri:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $9,646,000. 

"Smokey  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kan¬ 
sas:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenace  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisitions,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $8,773,500. 

"Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  navigational  aids,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $9,769,000. 

"Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia: 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,- 
744,000. 

"Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New  Mex¬ 
ico:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $6,657,000. 


"Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls, 
Massachusetts:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  communications  and  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  community  facilities,  $7,951,- 
000. 

"Tactical  Air  Command 

"Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens¬ 
ing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,684,000. 

“Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Okla¬ 
homa:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  fa¬ 
cilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $6,800,000. 

“Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Arkansas:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $208,000. 

"Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana: 
Airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  and  administrative 
facilities,  $559,000. 

"Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico: 
Training  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$2,570,500. 

"Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville, 
South  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  and  medical  facilities, 
$2,403,000. 

"Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  family  housing,  $4,624,000. 

“George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Airfield  pavements,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities, 
$1,598,000. 

"Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Airfield  pavements,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $3,384,- 
000. 

"Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Airfield  pavements,  utilities,  medical 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,574,000. 

"Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle 
Beach,  South  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  messing  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $6,603,000. 

"Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North 
Carolina:  Airfield  pavements,  communica¬ 
tions  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  med¬ 
ical  facilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $2,548,- 
000. 

“Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennes¬ 
see  :  Airfield  pavements,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,589,000. 

"Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Golds¬ 
boro,  North  Carolina:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications 
and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,- 
000. 

"Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Airfield  pavements,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $7,035,000. 


"Special  Facilities 

"Various  locations:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $387,000. 

"Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 
"Various  locations:  Fuel  dispensing  facil¬ 
ities,  communications  and  navigational  aids, 
operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $100,382,000. 

"Outside  continental  United  States 

"Alaskan  Air  Command 
“Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,307,000. 

"Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
shop  facilities,  $23,275,000. 

"Galena  Airfield :  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
and  storage  facilities,  $518,000. 

"Kenai  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements, 
$356,000. 

“Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,- 
510,000. 

“Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,863,000. 

"Caribbean  Air  Command 
"Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Com¬ 
munication  facilities,  $163,000. 

"Far  East  Air  Forces 

"Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  and'  community  facilities,  $42,017,000. 

"Military  Air  Transport  Service 
"Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facil¬ 
ities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

“Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base,  Johnston 
Island:  Communication  facilities,  $182,000. 

"Midway  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  $303,000. 

“Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  and  navigational  aids, 
$2,991,000. 

"Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$11,393,000. 

"Northeast  Air  Command 
"Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $23,601,000. 

"Strategic  Air  Command 
"Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Air^, 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  harbor  fa¬ 
cilities,  $9,739,000. 

“United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 
"Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  med¬ 
ical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $234,996,000. 
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"Area  Control  Navigational  Aids 

“Various  locations:  Communications  and 
navigational  aids,  $526,000. 

“Special  Facilities 

“Various  locations:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $293,000. 

“Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 

“Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  trpop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  and  community  facilities,  shop  fa¬ 
cilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  har¬ 
bor  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $98,552,- 
000. 

“Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
is  authorized  through  the  construction,  reha¬ 
bilitation  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities 
and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities 
damaged  or  destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of 
$5,900,000. 

“Sec.  303.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is 
authorized  to  provide  an  off-base  roadway 
approximately  two  miles  in  length  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  south  boundary  of  Keesler  Air 
Force  .Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi,  by  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  land  and  the  construction  of  per¬ 
manent  and  related  facilities  and  appurte¬ 
nances  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $350,000. 

“Sec.  304.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force 
Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  under  the  heading 
‘Continental  United  States’  and  subheading 
‘Strategic  Air  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
‘$2,248,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$2,750,000’. 

“(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air 
Force  Range,  Texas,  under  the  heading  ‘Con¬ 
tinental  United  States’  and  subheading 
‘Strategic  Air  Command’  in  section  301 
strike  ‘$607,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$847,000’. 

“(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area. 
North  Dakota,  under  the  heading  ‘Continen¬ 
tal  United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air  De¬ 
fense  Command’  in  section  301  strike  ‘Bis¬ 
marck-Minot  area.  North  Dakota’  and 
‘$6,494,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘Minot 
Site,  North  Dakota’  and  ‘$12,124,000’,  re¬ 
spectively. 

“(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North 
Dakota,  under  the  heading  ‘Continental 
United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air  Defense 
Command’  in  section  301  strike  ‘Fargo  area, 
North  Dakota’  and  ‘$7,055,000’  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  ‘Grand  Forks  Site,  North  Dakota’ 
and  ‘$10,903,000’,  respectively. 

“(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City 
area,  Montana,  under  the  heading  ‘Conti¬ 
nental  United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air 
Defense  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
‘Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana’  and 
‘$8,391,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘Glas¬ 
gow  Site,  Montana’  and  ‘$10,660,000’,  re¬ 
spectively. 

“(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport, 
Marquette,  Michigan,  under  the  heading 
Continental  United  States’  and  subheading 
‘Air  Defense  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
‘$8,556,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$9,949,000’. 

“(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area, 
Michigan,  under  the  heading  ‘Continental 
United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air  Defense 
Command’  in  section  301  strike  ‘$8,635,000’ 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$10,267,000’. 

“(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force 
Base,  Houston,  Texas,  under  the  heading 
^Continental  United  States’  and  subheading 
'Air  Training  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
$1,073,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
$2,478,000’. 

_“(!)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base, 
Big  Spring,  Texas,  under  the  heading  ‘Con¬ 
tinental  United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air 


Training  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
‘$100,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$135,000’. 

“  ( j )  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Bernardino,  California,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  ‘Continental  United  States’  and  sub¬ 
heading  ‘Air  Materiel  Command’  in  section 
301  strike  ‘$4,303,000’  and  ‘$2,183,000’  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$4,735,000’  and 
‘$2,615,000’,  respectively. 

“(k)  With  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  under  the  heading 
‘Continental  United  States’  and  subheading 
‘Air  Materiel  Command’  in  section  301  strike 
‘$5,847,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$6,849,000’. 

“(1)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Con- 
solan  Station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey, 
under  the  heading  ‘Continental  United 
States’  and  subheading  ‘Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand’  in  section  301  strike  ‘$72,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$285,000’. 

“(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Conso- 
lan  Station,  Nantucket,  Massachusetts,  un¬ 
der  the  heading  ‘Continental  United  States’ 
and  subheading  ‘Air  Defense  Command’  in 
section  301  strike  ‘$107,000’  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘$224,000’. 

“(n)  With  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan 
Station,  Pescadero,  California,  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  and  sub¬ 
heading  ‘Air  Defense  Command’  in  section 
301  strike  ‘$107,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘$224,000’. 

"(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception 
Consolan  Station,  Point  Conception,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  the  heading  ‘Continental 
United  States’  and  subheading  ‘Air  Defense 
Command’  in  section  301  strike  ‘$72,000’  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘$232,000’. 

“(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof 
delete  the  amounts  ‘$389,125,000’  and  ‘$398,- 
954,000’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
amounts  ‘$405,176,000’  and  ‘$415,005,000’,  re¬ 
spectively. 

“Sec.  305.  Classified  location:  The  author¬ 
ity  granted  by  section  302,  of  the  Act  of 
July  14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to  the  extent 
of  $8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of 
family  housing. 

“TITLE  IV 

“Sec.  401.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  is  authorized  to  provide  for  a  head¬ 
quarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency,  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  elsewhere,  by  the  acquisition  of  land  at  a 
cost  of  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  buildings,  facilities,  appurte¬ 
nances,  utilities,  and  .access  roads  at  a  cost 
of  not  to  exceed  $54,500,000,  of  which  not 
more  than  $8,500,000  shall  be  available  for 
transfer  to  the  National  Capital  Planning 
Co/nmission  and  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  for  acquisition  of  land  for  and  con¬ 
struction  to  extend  the  George  Washington 
Memorial  Parkway  to  the  present  site  of  the 
research  station  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  at  Langley,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia: 
Provided,  That  at  such  time  as  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  construction  of  such  headquar¬ 
ters  installation  at  said  research  station  will 
not  be  commenced  or  continued,  said  amount 
of  $8,500,000,  or  the  remainder  thereof,  shall 
no  longer  be  available  for  obligation:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  at  such  time  as  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the  head¬ 
quarters  installation  authorized  by  this  title, 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  accomplish  the 
demolition  and  removal  of  temporary  Gov¬ 
ernment  building  space  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  equivalent  occupancy  to  that 
relinquished  by  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

“title  v 

"General  provisions 

“Sec.  501.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  respectively  author¬ 
ized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  or 
development  of  military  and  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  as  authorized  by  titles  I, 
II,  and  III  of  this  Act,  and  the  Director  of 
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Central  Intelligence  is  authorized  to  proceed 
with  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as 
authorized  by  title  IV  of  this  Act,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  the  provisions  of  sections  1136,  3648, 
and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  and  prior  to  approval  of 
title  to  underlying  land,  as  provided  by  sec¬ 
tion  355,  as  amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 
The  authority  under  this  Act  of  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  to  provide  family 
housing  includes  authority  to  acquire  such 
land  as  the  Secretary  concerned  determines, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  to  be  necessary  in  connection  there¬ 
with.  The  authority  to  establish  or  develop 
such  installations  and  facilities  shall  include, 
in  respect  of  those  installations  and  facilities 
as  to  which  family  housing  or  the  acquisition 
of  land  is  specified  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III, 
and  IV  of  this  Act,  authority  to  make  sur¬ 
veys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and 
interests  thereto  or  therein,  including  the 
temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation,  pur¬ 
chase,  exchange  of  Government-owned 
lands,  or  otherwise,  and  to  place  permanent 
or  temporary  improvements  thereon  whether 
such  lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or 
under  other  temporary  tenure. 

“Sec.  502.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of  money  as  may 
be  necessary  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  but  not  to  exceed — ■ 

“(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
I:  Inside  continental  United  States,  $224,- 
927,000;  outside  continental  United  States. 
$74,984,000;  section  102,  $223,993,000;  section 
103,  $10,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $533,904,000; 

“(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
II:  Inside  continental  United  States,  $299,- 
690,600;  outside  continental  United  States, 
$107,191,300;  section  202,  $151,342,400;  sec¬ 
tion  203,  $6,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $564,224,300; 

“(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
III:  Inside  continental  United  States,  $743,- 
989,000;  outside  continental  United  States, 
$458,563,000;  section  302,  $5,000,000;  section 
303,  $350,000;  or  a  total  of  $1,207,902,000;  and 

“(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title 
IV:  $54,500,000. 

“Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs 
enumerated  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act 
may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned.  be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum 
in  the  case  of  projects  within  the  continental 
United  States,  and  10  per  centum  in  the  case 
of  projects  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  so 
enumerated  under  each  of  sucfi  titles  shall 
not  exceed  the  total  of  all  amounts  specified 
in  respect  of  projects  in  such  title. 

“Sec.  504.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  shall  be  available 
for  expenses  incident  to  construction,  includ¬ 
ing  surveys,  administration,  overhead,  plan¬ 
ning,  and  supervision. 

“Sec.  505.  Whenever — 

“(a)  the  President  determines  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  Public  Law 
245,  Eighty-second  Congress,  in  the  case  of 
contracts  made  pursuant  to  this  Act  with 
respect  to  the  establishment  or  development 
of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the 
carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act; 
and 

“(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Comptroller  General  have  agreed  upon  alter¬ 
native  methods  for  conducting  an  adequate 
audit  of  such  contracts,  the  President  is 
authorized  to  exempt  such  contracts  from 
the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

“Sec.  506.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  the  authorization 
contained  in  this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  so 
far  as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the  na¬ 
tional  security  shall  not  be  impaired  thereby 
and  if  such  award  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
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Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the  low¬ 
est  responsible  bidder. 

“Sec.  507.  Section  407  of  Public  Law  765, 
Eighty-third  Congress,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘Sec.  407.  In  addition  to  family  housing 
otherwise  authorized  to  be  constructed  or 
acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by 
lease  or  otherwise,  family  housing  for  occu¬ 
pancy  as  public  quarters  in  foreign  countries 
through  housing  projects  which  utilize  for¬ 
eign  currencies  to  a  value  not  in  excess  of 
$1000,000,000  acquired  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Trade  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  (Public  Law 
480,  Eighty-third  Congress)  or  through  other 
commodity  transactions  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

“  ‘  The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  from  appro¬ 
priations  otherwise  available  for  the  payment 
of  quarters  allowances  for  military  personnel 
for  the  fiscal  year  1956  and  each  succeeding 
fiscal  year,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters 
allowances  otherwise  payable  to  personnel 
occupying  any  housing  constructed  or  ac¬ 
quired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  such  housing:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  such  payments  shall  not  exceed 
the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  for¬ 
eign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction 
or  acquisition. 

“  ‘  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish 
to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
quarterly  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be 
submitted  three  months  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  setting  forth 
the  cost,  number,  and  location  of  housing 
units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  this  section  dur¬ 
ing  the  three-month  period  preceding  the 
date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost, 
number,  and  location  of  the  housing  units 
intended  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  pur¬ 
suant  to  such  authority  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  quarter.’ 

“Sec.  508.  All  housing  units  constructed 
under  the  authority  of  this  Act  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  net  floor  area  permanent  limita¬ 
tions  prescribed  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June 
12,  1948  (62  Stat.  375),  or  in  section  3  of  the 
Act  of  June  16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459) ,  other 
than  the  first,  second,  and  third  provisos 
thereof. 

“Sec.  509.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  respectively  author¬ 
ized  to  acquire  by  purchase  housing  units 
which  are  located  near  military  installations, 
which  are  adequate  and  suitable  for  housing 
military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  and 
as  to  which  a  mortgage  is  insured  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title 
VI  or  title  LX  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
subject  to  the  outstanding  mortgage  thereon, 
and  to  assume  the  payments  thereafter  be¬ 
coming  due  on  such  mortgage.  The  Secretary 
of  the  military  department  concerned  may 
utilize  appropriations  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works  for  the 
liquidation  of  any  outstanding  mortgage  as¬ 
sumed  by  the  Government. 

"Sec.  510.  None  of  the  authority  contained 
in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  authorize  any  building  construc¬ 
tion  project  within  the  continental  United 
States  at  a  unit  cost  in  excess  of — 

“(a)  $20  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage 
warehousing: 

“(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  ware¬ 
housing; 

“(c)  $1,700  per  man  for  permanent 
barracks: 

“(d)  $1,400  per  man  for  ten-year-life 
barracks:  or 

"(e)  $5,000  per  man  for  bachelor  officer 
quarters. 


unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines 
that,  because  of  special  circumstances,  appli¬ 
cation  to  such  project  of  the  limitation  on 
unit  costs  contained  in  this  section  is  im¬ 
practicable. 

“Sec.  511.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works  projects  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  mili¬ 
tary  department  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  or  development  of  military, 
naval,  or  Air  Force  installations  and  facil¬ 
ities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appropria¬ 
tions  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  ap¬ 
proved  prior  to  October  1,  1951,  and  not 
superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later 
authorization  are  repealed,  except  (1)  au¬ 
thorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  such 
acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  general 
provisions,  (2)  authorizations  for  military 
public  works  projects  as  to  which  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  shall  have  been  obligated  in  whole 
or  in  part  prior  to  July  1,  1956,  and  authori¬ 
zations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  (3) 
the  authorizations  with  respect  to  military 
public  works  and  the  appropriation  of  funds 
that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829). 

“Sec.  512.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated,  without  fiscal  year  limita¬ 
tion,  funds  for  advance  planning,  construc¬ 
tion  design,  and  architectural  services  in 
connection  with  public  works  projects  which 
are  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.’ 

“Sec.  513.  (a)  The  first  sentence  of  section 
501  (b)  of  the  Act  entitled  ‘An  Act  to  au¬ 
thorize  certain  construction  at  military  and 
naval  installations,  and  for  other  purposes’, 
approved  September  28,  1951  (65  Stat.  36) , 
is  amended  by  striking  out  ‘used  by  such 
owners  and  tenants  for  residential  or  agricul¬ 
tural  purposes,’. 

“(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  401  (b) 
of  the  Act  entitled  ‘An  Act  to  authorize  cer¬ 
tain  construction  at  military  and  naval 
installations,  and  for  other  purposes,’  ap¬ 
proved  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat.  606) ,  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  striking  out  ‘used  by  such  owner  and 
tenants  for  residential  or  agricultural  pur¬ 
poses,’. 

“Sec.  514.  None  of  the  authorization  con¬ 
tained  in  section  101  of  this  Act  for  the 
construction  of  three-hundred-and-twenty- 
six-man  barracks  with  mess  shall  be  used  to 
provide,  with  respect  to  any  such  barracks, 
for  mess  facilities  other  than  a  single,  con¬ 
solidated  mess. 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1956  and 
1957  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized  to 
lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near  military 
tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  de¬ 
pendents  without  rental  charge  upon  a  de¬ 
termination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or 
his  designee  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military 
tactical  installations:  Provided,  That  not 
more  than  one  thousand  housing  units  may 
be  so  leased  and  the  rental  cost  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  any  housing  unit  may  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $150  per  month.’’ 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
John  Stennis, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Harry  F.  Byrd, 

Francis  Case, 

Leverett  SaltonstaLl, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 


the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military  and  naval 
installations  and  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompany¬ 
ing  conference  report: 

LEGISLATION  IN  CONFERENCE 

On  June  27,  1955,  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  passed  H.  R.  6829,  which  was  the  fiscal 
year  1956  military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  three  military  departments  and 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency.  On  July 
1,  1955,  the  Senate  considered  the  House  bill 
and  amended  it  by  striking  all  language 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  inserting  its 
own  language. 

The  larger  differences  and  the  action  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  are  as  follows: 

In  title  I,  the  Army  section  of  the  bill, 
the  House  had  permitted  both  dredging  and 
land  acquisition  for  the  West  Coast  Ammuni¬ 
tion  Terminal  in  California,  while  the  Senate 
version  permitted  only  the  acquisition  of  the 
land  necessary  for  this  installation.  On 
the  basis  that  the  performance  of  the  dredg¬ 
ing  at  this  time  is  not  essential,  the  House 
receded. 

During  its  consideration  of  the  bill  as  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department,  the  House  in¬ 
serted  authority  for  the  construction  of  a 
hospital  at  Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina 
at  a  cost  of  $8,000,000.  The  conferees  agreed 
that  this  item  should  remain,  but  at  the  re¬ 
duced  figure  of  $5,000,000.  The  Senate 
therefore  receded  with  an  amendment. 

In  title  II,  the  Navy  title,  the  Senate  in¬ 
serted  at  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Puget  Sound, 
Bremerton,  Wash.,  authorization  in  the 
amount  of  $2,000,000  to  prepare  plans  and 
specifications  for  a  new  drydock  which 
would  be  capable  of  repairing  carriers  of  the 
Forrestal- type  which  had  suffered  battle 
damage.  The  House  conferees  considered 
this  a  desirable  item  and  receded. 

The  three  units  of  family  housing  for 
Deputy  Chiefs  of  Naval  Operations  which 
had  been  permitted  to  remain  in  the  bill  by 
the  House  were  stricken  by  the  Senate.  The 
conferees  agreed  that  this  item  should  re¬ 
main  and  the  Senate  therefore  receded. 

At  the  Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendle¬ 
ton,  California,  the  House  had  stricken  all 
construction  authority  except  that  relating 
to  the  provision  of  some  water  wells  and  a 
telephone  system.  The  Senate  permitted  all 
of  the  construction  requested  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  which  totaled  $6,746,000.  The  con¬ 
ferees  agreed  that  in  view  of  the  unsettled 
situation  with  respect  to  the  water  supply  in 
that  area,  the  House  action  should  prevail 
and  the  Senate  therefore  receded.  This  last 
action  occasioned  several  other  changes  in 
the  bill  since  the  family  housing  which  had 
been  originally  requested  for  Camp  Pendle¬ 
ton  had  been  spread  over  several  installa¬ 
tions  by  the  House.  It  was  agreed  by  the 
conferees  that  all  of  this  housing  should  be 
stricken  from  the  bill  and  the  House  receded. 
The  land  acquisition  for  the  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  had  been  permitted 
by  the  House  but  had  been  stricken  by  the 
Senate.  In  this  instance  the  House  receded. 

On  the  basis  of  a  long  felt  need  the  House 
had  inserted  in  the  bill  provision  for  an  air 
facility  for  the  Naval  Academy.  This  item 
did  not  appear  in  the  Senate  version.  While 
agreeing  that  a  facility  of  this  kind  at  the 
Naval  Academy  is  desirable,  the  conferees 
agreed  that  action  toward  its  authorization 
should  await  further  study  on  the  part  of 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  House  receded. 
The  hope  was  expressed,  however,  that  the 
Department  would  not  delay  its  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  matter,  but  should  be  ready  to 
present  its  views  in  this  respect  when  next 
there  is  submitted  to  the  Congress  a  military 
public  works  bill. 
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At  the  Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico, 
Va.,  the  Senate  reduced  the  authorization 
in  the  amount  of  $500,000.  This  reduction 
related  to  the  construction  of  a  trunk  high¬ 
way.  The  House  on  the  other  hand  had 
added  $432,000  to  the  original  request  to 
provide  an  increase  in  the  proposed  size  of  a 
dispensary.  The  conferees  agreed  with  the 
Senate  action  with  respect  to  the  highway 
and  also  with  respect  to  the  House  action 
relating  to  the  dispensary. 

As  passed  by  the  House  the  bill  precluded 
the  acquisition  of  land  at  the  Naval  Maga¬ 
zine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif.  The  Senate  ver¬ 
sion  would  have  permitted  the  land  to  be 
acquired.  The  conferees  agreed  that  au¬ 
thority  should  not  be  granted  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  this  land,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  a  subcommittee  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  will  shortly  make  an 
investigation  of  the  land  requirements  for 
this  facility  and  the  possible  combination 
of  it  with  the  previously  mentioned  West 
Coast  Ammunition  Terminal  which  is  in 
the  same  area.  It  is  not  impossible  that 
the  Subcommittee’s  investigation  will  dis¬ 
close  that  a  unified  operation  between  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  will  be  feasible  from  an 
operational  standpoint  and  result  in  sub¬ 
stantial  economies. 

The  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Naval  Acad¬ 
emy  this  year  recommended  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  air  facility  above  mentioned  and 
also  the  expansion  of  Bancroft  Hall  to  pro¬ 
vide  needed  quarters  for  midshipmen  and 
expansion  of  the  land  area  through  fill  from 
the  Severn  River.  For  the  same  reason  noted 
above  with  respect  to  the  air  facility  at  the 
Naval  Academy  the  House  receded  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Bancroft  Hail  and  fill  items 
which  it  had  inserted  in  the  bill. 

In  the  Air  Force  title  authorization  for 
construction  at  the  Portland  International 
Airport,  Portland,  Oreg.,  was  stricken  by  the 
House,  while  the  Senate  permitted  it  to  re¬ 
main  in  the  bill.  The  House  receded. 

Certain  classified  construction  totaling 
$14,196,000  at  various  locations  was  inserted 
by  the  Senate  at  the  request  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force  and  with  the  approval 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  This  item 
had  not  been  presented  to  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  during  its  consideration  of  the  bill 
for  the  reason  that  it  had  not  progressed 
at  that  time  to  a  point  appropriate  for  re¬ 
quest  by  the  Department.  The  conferees 
agreed  that  this  involved  essential  construc¬ 
tion  and  the  House  receded. 

During  its  appearance  before  the  House 
committee  the  Air  Force  made  strong  repre¬ 
sentations  that  the  headquarters  of  the 
Air  Research  and  Development  Command 
should  be  moved  to  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio.  On  the  basis  of 
the  testimony  received,  the  House  passed 
the  bill  with  an  authorization  for  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $6,000,000  to  provide  a  Head¬ 
quarters  building  at  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base.  The  Senate,  however,  deleted 
this  particular  construction  item  from  the 
Wright-Patterson  authorization  and  inserted 
authorization  for  the  construction  of  such  a 
building  at  a  “location  to  be  determined.” 
On  the  basis  of  the  fact  that  this  direly 
needed  Headquarters  will  be  provided  under 
either  version  of  the  bill,  the  House  receded. 

Subsequent  to  passage  of  the  bill  by  the 
House  it  was  determined  that  there  should 
be  an  increase  in  the  B-52  production.  This 
naturally  required  the  provision  of  facilities 
to  accommodate  these  additional  bombers. 
The  Senate  therefore  inserted  additional 
authorization  in  the  amount  of  $27,349,000 
at  several  bases  within  the  Strategic  Air 
Command.  The  House  receded  with  respect 
to  each  of  these  additions. 

The  Senate  receded  with  respect  to  that 
section  of  the  Air  Force  title  of  the  bill 
which  renders  certain  the  authorization  to 
construct  family  housing  in  the  amount  of 
$8,127,400  at  a  classified  location. 


It  was  the  view  of  the  House  committee 
during  its  consideration  of  the  bill  that 
suitable  quarters  should  be  provided  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and 
certain  of  his  immediate  assistants.  It 
therefore  inserted  a  new  title  in  the  bill 
which  would  have  provided  such  quarters 
and  protected  communication  facilities  at 
a  cost  of  $300,000.  The  Senate  version  of 
the  bill  contained  no  such  provision.  While 
there  was  no  disagreement  among  the  con¬ 
ferees  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  should  be  provided  quarters  com¬ 
mensurate  with  his  position,  duties,  and 
responsibilities,  it  was  agreed  that  the  House 
language  should  be  stricken,  and  the  House 
therefore  receded.  The  conferees  agreed, 
however,  that  an  immediate  study  should 
be  initiated  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
directed  toward  the  determination  of  an 
appropriate  location  for  such  quarters  and 
all  of  the  details  in  connection  with  it  in 
order  that  an  appropriate  item  can  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Congress  in  the  near  future. 

The  House  version  of  the  bill  contained  an 
authorization  for  $50,000,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  headquarters  for  the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  and  also  an  additional 
$6,000,000  authority  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
land  necessary  therefor.-  The  Senate  modi¬ 
fied  the  language  of  the  House  to  the  extent 
that  it  provided  for  the  acquisition  of  land 
at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  buildings,  roads,  etc.,  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $53,500,000  of  which  latter 
sum  not  more  than  $8,500,000  would  be  avail¬ 
able  for  transfer  to  the  National  Capital 
Planning  Commission  and  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  for  acquisition  of  land  and 
for  construction  to  extend  the  George  Wash¬ 
ington  Memorial  Parkway  to  the  present  site 
of  the  Research  Station  of  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads  at  Langley,  Fairfax  County, 
Virginia.  The  conferees  agreed  on  the  Senate 
language,  but  raised  the  total  authorized 
amount  by  $1,000,000. 

The  House  language  relating  to  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  housing  in  foreign  countries  through 
the  use  of  foreign  currencies  generated  under 
the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  As¬ 
sistance  Act  of  1954  was  modified  by  the 
Senate  to  permit  repayment  to  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  by  the  use  of 
appropriations  available  for  the  payment  of 
quarters  allowances,  the  House  version  hav¬ 
ing  provided  for  such  repayment  to  be  made 
from  appropriations  available  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  military  public  works.  The 
House  receded. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  strike  the  House 
language  which  would  have  authorized  the 
acquisition  of  Wherry  Housing  projects  under 
certain  conditions.  That  portion  of  the 
House  language,  however,  relating  to  Title  VI 
and  Title  LX  housing  remains  in  the  bill. 

The  House  accepted  the  Senate  language 
relating  to  cost  limitations  for  cold  storage 
warehousing,  regular  warehousing,  barracks, 
and  bachelor  officer  quarters. 

The  Abernethy  amendment  was  originally 
designed  to  assist  persons  dislocated  because 
of  certain  federal  acquisitions  of  real  estate. 
This  law  was  directed  toward  those  most 
seriously  affected  by  such  acquisitions,  that 
is,  persons  who  had  used  their  property  for 
residential  or  agricultural  purposes.  A  sub¬ 
sequent  amendment  of  the  law  rendered  this 
original  concept  certain  by  the  provision  of 
appropriate  clarifying  language.  In  this  bill 
the  Senate  inserted  language  which  would 
strike  from  the  law  as  amended  the  follow¬ 
ing  language :  “used  by  such  owners  and  ten¬ 
ants  for  residential  or  agricultural  purposes.” 
The  House  receded. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  strike  that  lan¬ 
guage  inserted  by  the  Senate  which  would 
have  required  the  Secretary  of  each  military 
department  or  his  designee  to  come  into 
agreement  with  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  Senate  and  House  with  respect 
to  the  cost  of  construction  and  the  real-es- 
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tate  actions  pertaining  thereto  involved  in 
certain  authorizations  granted  by  this  bill. 
The  Senate  therefore  receded.  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  the  striking  of  this  language 
in  no  way  affects  title  VI  of  Public  Law  155 
of  the  82d  Congress  relating  to  coming  into 
agreement  with  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  with  respect  to  certain  real-estate 
actions. 

The  Senate  inserted  a  provision  in  the  bill 
which  provided  that  none  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  contained  in  Section  101  of  the  bill  for 
the  construction  of  326-man  barracks  with 
mess  should  be  used  to  provide,  with  respect 
to  such  barracks,  mess  facilities  other  than 
a- single  consolidated  mess.  The  House  re¬ 
ceded.  The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  pro¬ 
vided  authorization  to  lease  family  housing 
facilities  in  the  vicinity  of  tactical  installa¬ 
tions  for  assignment  as  public  quarters  to 
military  personnel  and  their  dependents 
upon  the  making  of  an  appropriate  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  his 
designee  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  in  the  area  of  such  an  installation. 
The  language  also  provides  that  not  more 
than  1,000  units  may  be  so  leased,  and  that 
the  rental  for  any  unit  may  not  exceed  $150 
per  month.  The  conferees  agreed  to  permit 
this  language  to  remain  in  the  bill. 

The  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  contained 
the  authorization  of  $2,368,998,900.  The  bill 
as  it  passed  the  Senate  contained  an  authori¬ 
zation  of  $2,357,317,300.  The  bill  agreed  upon 
by  the  conference  contains  an  authorization 
in  the  amount  of  $2,360,530,300.  The  con¬ 
ference  amount  is  $8,468,600  less  than  the 
House  passage,  and  is  $3,213,000  more  than 
the  Senate  passage. 

Carl  Vinson-, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 
Overton  Brooks, 
Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant 
to  unanimous  consent  previously  grant¬ 
ed,  I  call  up  the  conference  report  on 
the  bill  H.  R.  6829,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read 
In  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes  to  explain  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  I  should  be  glad  to 
yield  to  any  Member  for  any  questions 
they  may  wish  to  ask. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  report  of  your 
conferees  on  what  is  known  as  the  public 
works  bill.  When  the  bill  passed  the 
House  we  authorized  $2,368,998,900. 
When  the  bill  passed  the  Senate  it  auth¬ 
orized  $2,357,317,000.  There  is  a  dif¬ 
ference  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  $8,- 
468,000  and  $3,213,000  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

There  are  some  400  items  involved  in 
this  report.  This  is  the  public  works 
bill  for  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Force.  It  is  a  unanimous  report  filed 
by  the  conferees,  an  agreed  conference, 
and  I  am  satisfied  when  you  examine  the 
items  as  will  appear  in  the  Record  you 
will  conclude  that  the  conferees  did  a 
good  job. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 
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FREDERICK  F.  GASKIN 


LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  Sconsent  to  take  from  the  Speak¬ 
er’s  des\  the  bill  (H.  R.  1692)  for  the 
relief  of  Frederick  F.  Gaskin,  together 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  tne  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows'\ 

Page  1,  line  11,  strike  out  “in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

The  Senate  amendment  .was  con¬ 
curred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table.  \ 

■ 

PAUL  E.  MILWARD 

\ 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speak¬ 
er’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R!  1745)  for  the 
relief  of  Paul  E.  Milward,  together  with 
^Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  con- 
Jav  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  strike  out  all  after  line  10  over  to 
and  including  line  7  on  page  2  and  insert 
“That  Paul  E.  Milward  executes  a  release 
of  the  judgment  entered  in  the  case  of  Paul 
Milward  against  Peter  C.  Penta,  No.  175385, 
in  the  municipal  court  of  the  city  of  Bos¬ 
ton,  on  or  about  January  6,  1953:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un¬ 
lawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not¬ 
withstanding.  Any  persons  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $1,000.” 

_  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 

p  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
.  ^husetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con¬ 
curred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table.  / 


HIGHWAY  CONSTRUCTION  COM¬ 
PANY  OF  OHIO.  INC. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speak¬ 
er’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  4182)  for  the  re¬ 
lief  of  the  Highway  Construction  Com¬ 
pany  of  Ohio,  Inc.,  with  a  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  10,  strike  out  all  after 
“amended”  over  to  and  including  line  4,  on 
page  2,  and  insert  “Provided,  That  in  mak¬ 
ing  such  determination  of  the  excessive 
profits  of  the  Highway  Construction  Co.,  the 
Tax  Court  of  the  United  States  may  take 
into  consideration  the  affiliation  of  that 
company  with  any  other  company,  but  the 
findings  of  such  court  shall  be  limited  to 
determining  only  the  amount,  if  any,  of 
the  excessive  profits  of  the  Highway  Con¬ 
struction  Co.  and  such  court  shall  have  no 
authority  under  this  act  to  determine  the 
amount,  if  any,  of  the  excessive  profits  of 
any  company  affiliated  with  such  Highway 
Construction  Co. :  Provided  further,  That  the 
Tax  Court  shall  have  jurisdiction  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  excessive  profits  of  the  Highway 
Construction  Co.  under  this  act  only  if  such 
company  files  a  petition  with  such  court  for 
redetermination  within  90  days  (not  count¬ 
ing  Sunday  or  a  legal  holiday  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  as  the  last./  day)  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this/act.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in ;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


UTICA  BREWING  CO. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker^  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speak¬ 
er’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1747)  for  the 
relief  of  the  Utica  Brewing  Co.,  together 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read'  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  rdad  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  lifies  9  and  10,  strike  out  “in 
sxcess  of  lpt  percent  thereof.” 

The  ^SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
;he  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
;etts. 

ere  was  no  objection, 
e  Senate  amendment  was  con- 
urred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
vas  laid  on  the  table. 


AMENDMENT  OF  CAREER  COMPEN¬ 
SATION  ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  .VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  concurrent\reso- 
lutjon  (S.  Con.  Res.  46)  providing,  for 
the  enrollment,  with  changes,  of  S.  804, 
&  bill  to  amend  section  201  (e)  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  and  so  forth. 

The  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring).  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of 
the  bill  (S.  804)  to  amend  section  201  (e) 
of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  advance  payments 
of  certain  pay  and  allowances  of  members 
of  the  uniformed  services,  and  for  other 
purposes,  to  make  the  following  changes, 
viz:  On  page  1,  line  5,  and  in  the  first  line 
of  the  title,  respectively,  of  the  engrossed 
bill,  strike  out  “(e)”  and  in  lieu  thereof 
insert  “(d).” 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  con¬ 
curred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  'given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes  today,  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered, 
and  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks. 


Mr.  DODD  asked  and  was  given  peG 
mision  to  address  the  House  for  20  mfin- 
utes  on  Monday  next,  following  the  leg¬ 
islative  program  and  any  speciaj/orders 
heretofore  entered. 

MISUSE  OF  DUCK  STAM^  MONEY 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  pointJn  the  Record  and 
include  extraneous  fnatter.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  'of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  May  27  of  this  year,  I  ad¬ 
dressed  the  House  with  reference  to  the 
duck-stamp  situation  in  support  of  my 
bill,  H.  R.  2142.  Since  that  time,  many 
conservationists  from  all  sections  of  the 
United  States  have  written  to  me  indi¬ 
cating  that  this  legislation  is  of  national 
interest  rather  than  limited  in  scope. 
Recently  I  received  some  correspondence 
from  Mr.  Seth  Gordon,  director  of  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game.  I  have  been  fortunate  in  ob¬ 
taining  a  statement  Mr.  Gordon  deliv¬ 
ered  before  the  House  Committee  on  In¬ 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs  on  June  28 
and  29,  1954.  There  is  much  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  Mr.  Gordon’s  state¬ 
ment  which  should  be  of  interest  to 
conservationists.  Under  leave  to  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks,  I  wish  to  commend 
this  excellent  statement  to  my  col¬ 
leagues: 

Statement  to  House  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  of  the  United  States 
Congress  Relative  To  Misuse  of  Duck- 
Stamp  Monet  by  Seth  Gordon,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  Calif.,  June  28-29,  1954 
Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  my  name  is  Seth  Gordon,  and  at  pres¬ 
ent  am  the  director  of  the  California  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Pish  and  Game,  with  offices  in 
Sacramento. 

By  way  of  further  identification,  it  was 
my  privilege  to  be  numbered  among  the 
early  promoters  of  the  duck-stamp  law. 
Later  as  the  conservation  director  of  the 
Izaak  Walton  League,  Chicago,  then  as  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  American  Game  Association,  with 
headquarters  here  in  Washington,  I  had  a 
material  part  in  the  campaign  for  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  law  establishing  the  national 
refuge  system,  the  duck-stamp  law  to  provide 
funds  to  finance  it,  and  other  important 
national  legislation  dealing  with  the  general 
conservation  problem. 

DR.  NELSON'S  WARNING  IN  1919 

The  basis  for  the  legislation  under  which 
funds  are.now  being  contributed  by  2,350,000 
sportsmen  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
another,  through  the  purchase  of  duck 
stamps,  had  Hs  beginning  back  in  February 
1919  when  the'  late  Dr.  E.  W.  Nelson,  one  of 
the  Nation’s  foremost  scientists,  then  Chief 
of  the  United  States  Biological  Survey,  while 
addressing  a  national  conference  on'  game 
and  wildlife  conservation  at  Ottawa,  Can¬ 
ada,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that — 
“Continued  transformation  on  a  large 
scale  of  marshy  lands  into  farms  in  the  West¬ 
ern  United  States  and  Canada  is  decreasing 
the  resting  places  and  feeding  grounds  of 
migratory  wildfowl,  and  constitutes  one  of 
the  most  serious  dangers  to  the  future  of 
these  birds.  If  a  sufficient  number  of  sanc¬ 
tuaries  are  not  supplied,  and  if  the\drainage 
and  devotion  to  agricultural  and  other  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  marshy  areas  continue,  migra¬ 
tory  waterfowl  will  diminish  despite  every 
effort  along  other  lines  to  conserve  them." 

That  same  year  Dr.  Nelson  also  discussed 
the  entire  problem  with  the  game  and  fish 
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Mr.  GROSS.  Is  this  $8V2  million  less 
than  the  authorization  on  the  part  of 
the  House? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  give  the  gen¬ 
tleman  the  figures,  and  I  think  these 
figures  are  highly  important  because  it 
does  involve  a  large  amount  of  money. 
When  the  bill  passed  the  House  it  auth¬ 
orized  $2,368,998,900.  When  it  passed 
the  Senate  it  authorized  $2,357,317,000. 
The  bill  agreed  to  by  the  conferees  con¬ 
tains  an  authorization  in  an  amount  of 
$2,360,530,300.  The  amount  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report  is  $8,468,600  less  than  the 
amount  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House, 
and  an  increase  on  the  part  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  of  $3,253,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  When  the  bill  was  pre¬ 
viously  before  the  House,  I  neglected  to 
ask  the  gentleman  the  question  as  to 
what  those  housing  units  out  at  the 
Naval  Observatory  grounds  are  going  to 
cost. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Much  to  our  disap¬ 
pointment,  the  Senate  would  not  go 
along  with  the  House,  and  that  item  was 
stricken  out. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  that  makes  it  a 
little  more  palatable. 

Mr.  REUSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  REUSS.  Can  the  gentleman  en¬ 
lighten  me  on  this?  Section  401  author¬ 
izes  an  additional  $8.5  million  for  a  high¬ 
way  to  Langley,  Va.,  if  the  Central  Intel¬ 
ligence  Agency  should  choose  that  site 
for  a  headquarters  office.  Does  this  sec¬ 
tion  mean  that  Congress  necessarily  fa¬ 
vors  the  Langley  site  for  the  CIA  and  is 
committed  to  appropriating  the  neces¬ 
sary  funds? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  not  say  that 
the  language  is  such  that  it  would  be 
mandatory  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Dulles  to 
construct  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  headquarters  on  that  site.  But, 
I  do  think,  if  you  read  between  the  lines, 
you  will  see  that  at  least  the  House  con¬ 
ferees  looked  with  favor  on  that  area. 
Whether  it  is  in  that  particular  section 
or  not  I  am  unable  to  say. 

Mr.  REUSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

(Mr.  PELLY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should 
not  want  this  occasion  to  pass  without 
mention  of  one  item  in  this  conference 
report.  I  refer  to  the  acceptance  by  the 
House  conferees  of  a  $2  million  item  put 
in  this  bill  in  the  other  body  for  the  de¬ 
sign  and  planning  of  a  needed  new  dry- 
dock  at  the  Puget  Sound  Naval  Shipyard 
at  Bremerton,  Wash. 

I  do  want  to  express  gratification  that 
the  House  conferees  accepted  this  im¬ 
portant  item.  In  particular  I  am  in¬ 
debted  to  our  great  colleague  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Short!.  His  personal  interest 
in  my  behalf  in  the  inclusion  of  a  design 
fund  for  a  new  drydock  in  this  military 
facilities  legislation,  is  greatly  appre¬ 
ciated. 

Certainly  we  must  have  a  drydock  on 
the  west  coast  where  any  battle  damage 


and  work  of  that  nature  on  the  outside 
of  the  hull  of  a  Forrestal- class  aircraft 
carrier  could  be  done.  The  Naval  Ship¬ 
yard  at  Bremerton  is  a  carrier  repair 
shipyard.  Since  the  new  60,000-ton  air¬ 
craft  carriers  cannot  go  through  the 
Panama  Canal  in  the  event  of  war  the 
west  coast  must  have  new,  wider  dry- 
docks. 

The  interesting  feature  of  the  new 
drydock  is  that  it  will  be  built  out  into 
the  water  rather  than  dug  out  of  existing 
land.  Actually,  I  understand  the  project 
will  result  in  28  acres  of  new  filled  land 
being  added  to  the  Navy  Yard  where 
space  is  short.  The  value  of  these  28 
acres,  at  waterfront  prices  in  this  area, 
will  go  a  long  way  toward  offsetting  the 
$28  million  cost  of  the  drydock. 

For  a  long  time  I  have  felt  the  need  of 
a  larger  drydock  at  the  Bremerton  Yard, 
and  its  urgency.  I  am  certainly  happy 
that  this  urgency  has  been  recognized. 

Mi-.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  permission  to  extend  their  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from. 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Gavin], 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it 
is  fitting  and  proper  at  this  time  to  say 
a  word  about  the  chairman  of  the  great 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I  have 
heard  many  tributes  paid  to  the  chair¬ 
men  of  other  committees,  so  I  think  that 
a  word  of  commendation  can  be  said 
about  my  very  good  and  able  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Carl 
Vinson,  who  is  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  which  I  serve — a  man  I  have 
known  and  respected  for  many  years. 
A  man  with  whom  I  have  frequently  dis¬ 
agreed,  but  with  whom  I  have  always 
felt  a  strong  bond  of  friendship  and  the 
deepest  and  most  sincere  respect.  Ac¬ 
colades  from  one  side  of  the  aisle  to 
the  other  are  not  too  common  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  notwithstanding  our 
affection  and  realization  of  the  ability 
of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle.  Carl  Vinson,  in  his  public 
career,  has  transcended  the  boundary 
marked  by  this  aisle.  He  is  a  great 
American,  a  great  chairman,  a  great 
legislator,  and  there  are  no  political 
boundaries  for  one  with  these  qualities. 

Mr.  Vinson  has  been  known  affection¬ 
ately  as  “the  Admiral.”  I  call  him 
“Admiral,”  “General,”  or  any  other  term 
which  will  in  some  way  reflect  the  lead¬ 
ership  in  military  matters  that  were  the 
purpose  and  reason  for  the  tribute  paid 
him  on  June  9  at  the  Marine  Barracks 
here  in  Washington. 

The  traditions  of  the  Marine  Corps 
need  no  telling.  But  their  traditions 
are  only  the  guideposts  for  the  kind  of 
devotion  and  the  all-permeating  inter¬ 
est  which  Chairman  Vinson  has  had  to¬ 
ward  all  things  military. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  commend  to  you 
Admiral  Vinson,  General  Vinson,  Chair¬ 
man  Vinson — a  great  man,  a  great 
American,  and  one  richly  deserving  of 
the  fine  tribute  paid  him  by  the  Marine 
Corps  on  June  9. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me 
say  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin!  that  I  feel 
most  grateful  for  his  very  kind  and  com¬ 
plimentary  remarks. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to; 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


TENNESSEE  C.  BATTS 


Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  2769)  for  the  relief 
of  Tennessee  C.  Batts,  together  with 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  coiyffir 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  thp^bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend 
ment,  as  follows : 

Page  2,  line  10,  after  .yfefund”,  Insert 
"Provided,  That  no  part  jn  the  amount  ap¬ 
propriated  in  this  act  jmall  be  paid  or  de, 
livered  to  or  receiver  by  any  agent  or  a 
torney  on  account/of  services  rendered  i 
connection  withvwiis  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con¬ 
trary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat¬ 
ing  the  proinsions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  oj/a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic¬ 
tion  tjarereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000.” 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object — and  I  am  not  going 
to  object — I  understand  that  this  and 
several  other  bills  the  gentleman  will 
offer,  have  been  approved  by  the  rank¬ 
ing  Republican  member  of  the  subcom- 
ittee  [Mr.  Miller]  of  New  York? 
r.  LANE.  That  is  correct. 

MARTIN.  I  withdraw  my  reser- 
of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 
The\SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  fro: 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con¬ 
curred  in;  anli  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 
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RODOLFO  C.  DEI 
LAGUA,  AND  VIC 
ANTE 


JESUS  M. 
D.  REYN- 


Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  SpeakeryT  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  3363)  foVthe  relief 
of  Rodolfo  C.  Delgado,  Jesus  KL  Lagua, 
and  Vicente  D.  Reynante,  together  with 
a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  ancK  con¬ 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill> 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amenc 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  7,  strike  out  “in  excess  of  10 
per  centum  of  any  claim.” 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  con¬ 
curred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 
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The  Forestry  Subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Committee  voted  to  report 
ivorably  to  the  Agrioulture  Committee  the  following  bills:  H.  R.  37^4-# 
justing  ownership  of  certain  lands  within  Stanislaus  National  Forest;  H»  R» 
i+26,\to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  townsites,  from  national  forests 
and  lands  administered  under  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act;  and  S.  7 2, 
to  prov/dd  that  certain  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States  shall  be  admin¬ 
istered  /v  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  national  forest  lands  (p.  C683) • 

SP*  FLOOD  CONTROL;  SOIL  CONSERVATION.  The  ^ublic  Works  Committee  reported  with 

amendment  H.  '-R*  6066,  authorizing  modification  of  the  San  Joaquin  River  flood 
control  project  (H.  Rept.  10&)  (p.  8823). 

The  Conservation  and  Credit  Subcommittee  of  the  Agrioulture  Committee 
agreed  to  report  to  the  full  committee  a  clean  bill,  superseding  the  amended 
version  of  H.  R.  6>G62,  permitting  payments  under  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotmoit  Apt  to  farmers  for  certain  xvater  conservation  practices 

(p*  D683). 

11*  FEED  GRAIN.  The  Conservation  and  Credit  Subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee  referred  to  the  full  committee  for  further  open  hearings  H.  J.  Res. 

^  313#  authorizing  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  until  March  1,  195&#  to 

sell  at  the  point  of  storage  any  feed  grain  owned  by  the  Corporation  at  10^ 
below  the  current  support  price  for  the  commodity  (p«  D683). 

12#  MARKETING,  The  Domestic  Marketing  Subc 
voted,  July  8,  to  report  to  the  full 
ing  oertain  practices  in  the  marketinj 

(p.  d6Q3), 

/  \ 

13*  FOREST  RESEARCH.  The  Forestry  Subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Committee  voted 
July  8,  to  report  to  the  full  committee  H.  R.  1855#  to  amend  the  act  to 
facilitate  and  simplify  the  wor'lc  of  the  Forest  Service,  relating  to  forest 
research  (p.  D683) • 


ittee  of  the  Agriculture  Committee 
ttee  H.  R.  5337#  relating  to  chang- 
of  perishable  agricultural  commodities 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL  RELATIONS/  In  its  recent  report,  the  Commission  on  Inter¬ 
governmental  Relations  made  the  following  recommendations  regarding  agri¬ 


culture: 


\ 


/ 


’’The  Commission  recommends  that  existing  agricultural  grant-in-aid  pro¬ 
grams  be  continued  with  the  modifications  suggested  below. ..  It  is  recommend¬ 
ed  that  the  various  statutes  which  authorize  grants-in-aid  to  State  experiment 
stations  for  research  be  consolidated  into  a  single  law/  The  Commission 
also  favors  greater  use  of  State  research  facilities... and  less  emphasis 
upon  strictly  Federal  research  facilities...  It  i s  recommended  that  Congress 
authorize  the  use  of  Morrill  moneys  for  agricultural  research,  as  well  as 
resident  instruction,  when  the  recipient  State  so  desires...  In  regard  to 
grants  to  the  States  for  agricultural  extension  and  research,  it  is  recommend¬ 
ed  that  the  legislation  put  more  emphasis,  in  the  apportionment  of  funds,  upon 
factors  of  need,  including  per  capita  farm  inoome,  farm  population/  and  the 
extent  of  each  State’s  dependence  upon  agriculture,  and  that  matching  for¬ 
mulas  for  these  two  grants  be  placed  upon  a  sliding  scale  based  upon  State 
fiscal  capacity...  It  is  recommended  that  the  Department  of  Agrioulture 
Maintain  for  the  present  its  program  of  grants  to  certain  States  in  beh&J 
of  agricultural  marketing  services  on  a  quasi-contractual  basis.  But  if 
later  developments  should  justify  a  considerable  expansion,  the  Department 
Agrioulture  and  the  Congress  should  act  "to  place  the  program  on  a  1  ormax 


grant-in-aid  basis^. .^It  is  recommended  that  agricultural  grant-in-aid  legisla¬ 
tion  be  amended  to/  State  legislation  and  budgetary  practice  ai pro- 

edure  be  followed  in  the  channeling  of  agricultural  grants  to  St  ate ''agencies 
ahd  land-grant  institutions,"  r 

^t  is  recommended  to  the  Congress  that  the  present  prografri  of  soil  con- 
— — technical  assistance  to  farmers  be  continued  as  presently  organized 
and  operated;  with  the  provision,  however,  that  in  any  State  which.,  in  order 
o  improve;,  expand,  and  participate  more  fully  in  the  program,  submits  a  plan 
o,  operation  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  which  agrees 
o  app r opr i at e'vfunds  sufficient  to  provide  for  such  expansion  and  improvement 
o  q  program  ih  such  State,  the  program  may  be  placed  upon  a  grant-in-aid 
asis,  with  otate  administration  of  the  program  under  the  supervision  of  the 
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Soil  Conservation  Sb^vice.' 

^  recommend eo\t hat  the  Secretary  of /Agriculture  implement  as  rapidly 
as  possi  e  those  provisions  of  the  basic  legislation  governing  agricultural 
conserva  ion  payments  that  -call  for  State  administration  of  the  payments, 
n  er  ese^provis ions.  Federal  payments  would  be  rendered  to  the  States, 
ase  upon  ate  plans  approved,  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  More  basic- 
a  y,  however,  the  Commission  recommends  that  as  soon  as  practicable,  legis- 
a  lve  ac  ion  e  taken  to  place  agricultural  conservation  payments  on  a  grant- 
in-aid  basis,  with  the  States  assuming  a  part  of  the  cost." 

■i-  i  ^  is  recommended  that  legis  lati^e  and  administrative  action  be  under- 
ft,b°th„the  National  apd  State  levks  to  clarify  intergovernmental  re- 
,  -  ^  1  ^  °f _ a6ricui~tura-i  inspection  ahd  grading  activities;  this  action 

nf  M-110  ?  6  ?LUSe  °yCr°  ° ert iri cat i o\between,  or  joint  commissioning 

a?d  State  enforcement  authorities  It  is  further  recommended 
that  both  levels  of  government  undertake  a  detailed  study  of  responsibilities 

an  cos  s  armg  in  programs  for  the  eradication  dxjd  control  of  pests  and  dis¬ 
eases. 


q-i. _ .pS  °°Pies  of  this  report  are  available  from  the\Legislative  Reporting 
,  lor  lending  and  reference  purposes.  The  regular  distribution  to  this 
epar  men  is  being  made  through  the  Government  Printing  Office  pursuant  tc 
an  arrangement  ■'"dth  the  Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations,  and  that 
regu  ar  supply  will  not  be  available  from  the  Legislative  Reporting  Staff, 

1%. LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  on  Tues,,  JulV  12,  "the 

house  mil  act  on  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  6766,  the  public  i^rks  appro- 
prua  ion  ill  which  includes  funds  for  the  AEC,  TVA,  certain  agenciesVof  the 

//  pricf/p)epfrtin^nt>  and  functions  of  the  Army;  and  will  also  corridor 

^  0  *  e  arm  Credit  Act  of  1955* "  (p*  D683 . )  Pursuant  to  a  unanimous 

>  reques  ,  e  consi deration  of  a  supplemental  appronr iation  bill  was 
made  m  order  on  Thurs.,  July  ll;  (P.  8776) 

SENATE 

l6*  SSDLCrt“TIF/  /re9d  t0.the  -Port  on  H.  R.  6829,  to  autho- 

Cnn  871)  Ti  1  ^  military*  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations 

report^as  follows t  "  a  pr°VlSion  ™hi<’h  is  described  in  the  Senate 

£25  mmienStceWmn  ^  ^5 .  33d  Congress,  by  increasing  from 

the  nriceeL  ?  vlOO  million  the  authority  to  provide  housing  through  use  of 

bt!dit  CattlSlT  tP  SUrKlus  agricultural  commodities  by  the  CommodH 

Credit  Corporation.  The  revised  section  amends  the  provision  vdth  reseect  to 
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the  reimbursement  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  provides  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  &100  million  shall  apply  to  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  of  foreign 
currencies  rather  than  to  the  value  of  the  houses*  This  will  enable  the 
Department  of  Defense,  in  appropriate  cases,  to  utilize  troop  labor  without 
a  reduction  in  the  total  of  the  authority  to  use  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
surplus  agricultural  commodities*  The  amendment  will  also  provide  a  more 
realistic  basis  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation* 

It  mil  enable  the  Department  of  Defense  to  cooperate  and  assist  in  the  sur¬ 
plus  agricultural  commodities  disposal  program  and  to  reimburse  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  through  oayments  that  otherwise  would  be  made  to  military 
personnel  as  rental  allowances  without  increasing  the  Defense  budget*" 

This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  Resident* 


> 
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TRADE  DEVELOPMENT.  Upon  request  of  Sen*  Butler,  passed  over  S.  2253,  to  in-y 
crease  funds  for  Public  Law  I4.8O  and  transfer  its  administration  to  this  De 
irtment  (pc  8738)*  Sen*  Magnuson  submitted  an  amendment  which  he  intends 
toxpropose  to  this  bill  (p«  8695)* 


REFUGEENRELIEF.  Sen.  Lehman  spoke  in  favor  of  S.  2113,  to  amend 
Relief  Abt  of  1953,  and  inserted  correspondence  and  various  reso 
ing  enaotmbnt  of  the  bill  (pp.  8703-U)* 


Luti 


Refugee 
ons  urg- 


/ 


REORGANIZATION.'-^  Sen*  Cotton  urged  "full  and  fearless  consideration  to  every 
recommendation  of\the  Hoover  Commission  reports  without  further  delay  (op* 

8711-2) ® 
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20.  LIVESTOCK  LOANS*  Passed  with  amendment  H.  R.  Li-915*  W  inserting  the  language 

of  S.  1372,  to  extend  for  an  additional  2  years  the  periodfor  special  live¬ 
stock  and  emergency  assistance  to  farmers  and  stockmen  (p*  8717)* 

X  / 

21.  TOBACCO  RESEARCH.  Passed  as  reported  S.  J.  Res.  75,  to  require  a  report  from 
this  Department,  by  Jan.  1,  195^,  on  a  program  for  research  on  tobacco  pro¬ 


duction,  utilization,  and  marketing  (np.  8726-7)' 

•  FORESTRY*  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  I1.OI4.6,  to  abolish  the  Old  Kasaan 
National  Monument,  Alaska,  and  transfer  its  land  to  the  Tongas sNational 
Forest  (pp.  8727-8).  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 

,  COMMODITY  EXCHANGES;  ONIONS.  Passed  without  amendment  H*  R.  122,  to  add  onions 
to  the  commodities  subject  to  futures  trading  regulation  under  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act  (p.  8738).'  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


2U.  WEATHER.  Agreed  to,  S,  Res.  82,  requesting  that  a  repd^t  be  made  not  later 

than  Jan.  l6,  1956,  to  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  by  the  Commerce 
Department  and  this  Department  as  to  steps  taken  to  improve  and  expand  horti¬ 
cultural  and  agricultural  weather  forecasting  services  (o.  S738). 

25.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sens.  Langer,  Morse,  Keuberger  and  others  discussed  the  ad¬ 
ministration’s  power  policies,  and  criticized  the  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  regarding  REA  (pp.  8739“U6). 

j/'  Sen.  Neuberger  criticized  the  administration’s  'failure  to  defend  the 
Iblic  resource  at  Hells  Canyon"  and  inserted  a  Denver  Post  editorial  on  this 

"subject  (pp.  87U6-8) » 


26*  PRICE  SUPPORTS.  S*  Res.  123,  authorizing  additional  funds  of  $20,000  for 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  to  conduct  field  hearings  on  the  farm., 
pride  support  program,  was  referred  to  the  Rules  and  Administration  Comi  .ttee 
(p.  8738). 

VtfHEAT.  Sen,  Morse  spoke  in  favor  of  his  hill  to  provide  a  two -price  wheat 
clan,  and  .inserted  an  Oregon  Wheat  Growers'  League  letter  expressing  their 
views  as  to,  the  meaning  of  the  vote  on  wheat  marketing  quotas  (p,  8761)* 
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28.  FARM  LOANS,  Passed  as  reported  S.  1758,  which  would  amend  the  Banlchead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act  by  (l)  permitting  mortgages  securing  insured'  loans  to  be  made 
directly  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  (instead  of  to  the  lender);  (2)  per¬ 
mitting  conversion  of  insured  mortgages  and  direct  loans  /to  this  new  type  of 
direct  mortgage  insured  loan;  (3)  eliminating,  in  the  case  of  these  direct 
mortgage  insured  loans,  the  lender's  option  to  collect  the  insurance  where  the 


borrower  is  in  default  for  12  months  and  eliminating  the  necessity  of  notify¬ 


ing  holders  of  such  loans  of  such  default;  (1+)  eliminating  the  requirement 
that  the  Secretary  act  "promptly”  in  remitting  collections  to  lenders  and  ad¬ 
vising  lenders  of  borrowers.'  defaults  andpaying  the  amounts  defaulted;  and 
(5)  making  default  in  payment  of  principal  or  interest  the  only  kind  of  de- 
fault  entitling  holders  of  old  type  insured  mortgages  to  notice  or  to  collec¬ 
tion  from  the  insurance  fund  (p.  8726)* 

Passed  without  amendment  S.  689,  which  would  add  to  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
a  new  chapter  XVI  regarding  "’farmer- debt  or  relief"  to  become  a  permanent  part 
of  the  law  and  replace  Sec.  75  (pp®. 8728-33) « 


29.  LEGISLATIVE  PRQGRAM.  Sen.  Clements  stated  that  as  soon  as  the  House  completes 
action  on  the  public  works  appropriation  bill  it  will  be  considered  by  the 
Senate  and  that  in  his  judgment  the  Defense  Production  Act  bill  will  not  be 
considered  until  Thursday  (p,  8761+)* 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 
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PERSONNEL*  S.  21+37,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  to  conform  the  rate  of  compensation  for 
the  position  of  Solicitor  in  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  rate  of  compensa¬ 
tion  provided  for  comparable  positions;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com' 
mittee  (p.  A869O).  \ 

S.  21+77,  fey  Sen*  McCarthy,  providing  for  a  simplified:  performance  rating 
system  for  Federal  employees;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Gordnittee 
(p®  8691).  by  Sen.  McCarthy, 

S«  2i+85,/to  provide  for  improvement  in  the  system  of -personnel  adminis¬ 
tration  through  the  establishment  of  a  senior  civil  service,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the  .Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee\(p.  8691)* 

S.  21+86,  by  Sen.  McCarthy,  relating  to  the  certification  of  eligi^les 
under  the  civil-service  laws;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p. 
8691). 

S.  21+87,  by  Sen.  McCarthy,  relating  to  the  simplification  of  tVe  general 
schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  19h9f  as  amended;  to  Post  Offibp  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  8691)* 

S.  21+89,  by  Sen.  McCarthy,  relating  to  reduction  in  personnel  procedure 
and  preference  of  veterans;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (j 
8691). 

S.  21+90,  by  Sen.  MoCarthy,  relating  to  the  transfer  of  Federal  employe) 
from  the  classified  civil  service  to  another  personnel  merit  system;  to  Post  \ 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p*  8691)* 
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school  system,  will  do  much  to  save  our 
youth. 

Them,  thirdly,  religion.  The  church  and 
the  synagogue — when  correctly  understood 
and  used\by  the  parents — can  and  do  play 
a  major  rfcle  in  the  prevention  of  delin¬ 
quency.  Tnh  house  of  God  and  the  religious 
school  must,>however,  not  be  regarded  by 
parents  as  good  places  to  which  to  send 
their  children,  out  in  which  they  have  no 
personal  interest.  ’How  naive  can  parents  be¬ 
come  when  they  saj\  “I  sent  them  to  church, 
didn’t  I?  I  sent  traun  to  Sunday  school, 
didn’t  I?  What  kind  >of  a  church  are  you 
running?  You  must  have  a  pretty  bad  Sun¬ 
day  school  if  my  childre!^  are  turning  out 
this  way. 

Now,  religious  institutions\al though  they 
can  be  exceedingly  effective  ami  are  effective 
In  the  training  of  character,  cannot  perform 
miracles.  Such  institutions  canVnbue  the 
child  with  the  highest  concepts  ofSmorality 
and  unselfishness  only  when  his  parents  par¬ 
ticipate  with  him.  Only  then  will  thlkchild 
consider  these  institutions  important. 

Fourthly,  the  influence  of  the  community 
upon  the  child’s  growth  and  developmen’ 
Good  housing,  it  has  been  shown  time  and' 
again,  prevents  delinquency.  And  rec 
reational  facilities,  playgrounds  and  social 
centers,  operated  by  trained  personnel,  are 
all  unquestioned  deterrents  to  delinquency. 
The  work  of  youth  organizations  like  the 
Boy  Scouts,  Girl  Scouts,  YMCA’s,  YWCA’s, 
etc.,  all  should  be  widely  expanded 
so  that  more  and  more  of  our  youth  will 
come  under  their  influence.  The  policy  of 
the  infiltration  of  street  gangs  by  trained 
youth  leaders  that  is  being  pursued  by  our 
own  New  York  Youth  Board  is,  to  my  mind, 
an  excellent  method  of  dealing  with  this 
problem.  Yes,  when  the  community  influ¬ 
ences  are  favorable,  the  child  has  a  better 
chance  to  be  the  kind  of  citizen  that  his 
parents  and  that  the  community  at  large 
would  want  him  to  be. 

Finally,  it  is  well  known  that  the  moral 
climate  of  a  community  has  its  effect  upon 
the  youth.  Stories  of  corruption  involving 
important  Government  officials,  shady  busi¬ 
ness  practices,  stories  of  easy  money  and  of 
gangsters  who  are  glorified  and  become  he¬ 
roes,  the  effect  of  unwholesome  movies,  comic 
books,  TV  programs  are  not  without  their 
influence  upon  the  young.  Dr.  Fine  tells 
of  a  young  thief  who  remarked  to  him: 
“Yes,  I  stole  $150  from  a  gas  station.  So 
what?  How  much  did  Governor  Hoffman 
steal  from  the  people  of  New  Jersey?”  It  is 
this  attitude  that  is  very  easily  developed 
in  the  minds  of  impressionable  youth.  “If, 
they  can  do  it,  if  they  can  get  away  with  i /, 
why  can’t  I?”  / 

I  shall  not  go  into  the  improvements  /that 
must  be  made  in  the  various  agencies' deal¬ 
ing  with  our  youth  after  they  have/6ecome 
delinquent — the  juvenile  police  offfcers,  the 
juvenile  courts,  improved  foster  ^omes,  de¬ 
tention  homes,  training  schools,  etc.. — but 
desire  merely  to  emphasize  the' need  for  im¬ 
proving  those  media  which  will  prevent  juve¬ 
nile  delinquency,  namelyy  the  home,  the 
school,  the  church  and  synagogue,  the  com¬ 
munity,  the  morale  climate.  To  achieve 
this  purpose,  we  must  stop  thinking  in  terms 
of  delinquent  youthy6ut  rather  in  terms  of 
our  delinquent  soci^y.  We  know  the  causes. 
We  also  know  the/ure.  Our  problem  is  not 
that  we  demand  that  something  be  done 
by  someone  elke,  but  that  we  express  our 
willingness  t c/accept  whatever  responsibility 
devolves  up^n  us  as  members  of  society  and 
to  make  iwhatever  financial  sacrifices  that 
may  be  Necessary  in  order  to  build  a  finer, 
healthier,  and  more  worthy  community  life 
for  the  young  people  of  our  country.  No 
task/confronting  us  is  more  important,  none 
re  essential  to  the  well-being  of  our  so- 
c/'_ 

During  the  war  a  new  expression,  crash 
program,  came  into  frequent  use.  It  means 


that  if  something  of  the  utmost  importance, 
something  involving  the  very  life  and  death 
of  our  country  had  to  be  accomplished,  then 
the  question  of  financial  cost  was  not  to  be 
considered  at  all.  Thus,  when  it  was  de¬ 
cided  to  create  an  atomic  bomb — even 
though  no  one  was  certain  that  it  could  be 
achieved — we  did  not  hesitate  to  spend  what 
was  then,  and  still  is,  the  astronomical  sum 
of  $2  billion.  We  said  then,  and  we  say  now, 
that  whatever  the  cost,  it  was  worth  it. 

Something  of  the  same  spirit  animated  the 
National  Foundation  for  Infantile  Paralysis 
when  it  embarked  upon  its  dramatic  pro¬ 
gram  to  stamp  out  this  horrible  disease. 
Untold  millions  of  dollars  were  spent  and  will 
continue  to  be  spent  until  this  scourge  is 
completely  eliminated  from  the  world.  Who 
will  say  that  its  wasn’t — and  isn’t — worth  it? 

Some  such  crash  program,  it  seems  to  me, 
is  required  if  we  are  to  win  the  war  against 
juvenile  delinquency,  a  disease  which  is  even 
mode  dreadful  and  more  destructive  than 
polio  or  any  other  physical  ailment.  Let  us 
have  more  family  counselors  than  we  think 
we  need.  Let  us  build  more  and  better 
schools  and  playgrounds  than  we  think  are 
necessary.  Let  us  hire  better  teachers,  more 
'teachers  and  provide  them  with  a  wage  to 
which  they  are  entitled.  Let  us  engage  more  / 
youth  directors  than  we  believe  we  are  going" 
to  n'eed.  The  cost  will  go  up  into  the  huzi- 
dreds  pf  millions  and  billions  of  dollars./but 
who  wiH  say  that  it  isn’t  worth  it?  / 

At  the  present  time  juvenile  delinquency  is 
problem  ntnnber  one  in  America.  ,it  is  in¬ 
finitely  mork  serious  than  any  qtfier  prob¬ 
lem  which  we  are  confronted,/  The  very 
existence  of  ourNcivilization  depends  upon  its 
solution.  It  rquS±  be  solved/ and  it  can  be 
solved  and  it  will  Nsolved,  when  the  citizens 
of  our  Nation  becon^e  aware  of  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  devolving  up^n  them.  Yes,  punish¬ 
ment  is  necessary  wheVcrimes  are  commit¬ 
ted,  whether  by  juvenileWor  by  adults.  But 
that  doesn’t  solve  the  problem.  It  is  the 
delinquent  society  Which  crates  delinquency 
that  requires  o  up  "attention. 

In  the  21st  cjrapter  of  the  Bo^ 
onomy  a  very /Strange  procedure 
in  connection  with  what  is  to 

when  a  slain  person  is  found  in  _ 

his  murderer  is  unknown.  The  elders  and 
the  judges  of  the  city  nearest  the  spot  ithere 
the  body  has  been  found  are  required 
to  ojfer  a  sacrifice,  wash  their  hands  over 
it  phd  then  say,  “Our  hands  have  not  she) 
s  blood,  neither  have  our  eyes  seen  it.’ 
’orgive,  O  Lord  Thy  people  Israel,  whom 
Thou  had  redeemed,  and  suffer  not  innocent 
blood  to  remain  in  the  midst  of  Thy  people 
Israel.”  In  commenting  on  this  unusual 
proceeding,  one  of  the  ancient  rabbis  asked: 
“Why  is  it  that  the  good  people,  the  re¬ 
spectable  people,  the  elders  and  the  judges 
are  called  upon  to  swear  that  their  hands 
were  guiltless  of  this  crime?  Why  were  not 
the  cutthroats,  the  thieves,  and  the  known 
criminals  of  the  community  made  to  swear 
that  they  did  not  perpetrate  this  crime?”  To 
these  rhetorical  questions  he  provided  the 
answer :  “In  order  that  we  might  always  real¬ 
ize  that  not  the  bad  people,  but  the  good 
people  are  responsible  for  the  evils  of  a 
community;  the  evils  of  life  will  disappear 
when  the  good  folk  assume  the  responsibili¬ 
ties  which  belong  to  them.”  Amen. 
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LOSS  OF  UNITED  STATES  TRADE  IN 
LATIN  AMERICA 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  to 
those  of  us  who  recognize  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  the  Latin  American  countries  to 
the  economic  well-being  of  our  Nation, 
the  article  which  appeared  in  the  July 
1  issue  of  the  Washington  Post  and 
Times  Herald  is  indeed  frightening. 
This  article  is  entitled  ‘‘United  States  Is 


Losing  Trade  in  Latin  America.”  It  i 
on  to  state  that  Japan  and  Europe, 
eluding  the  Soviet  bloc  countries, /are 
cutting  into  the  trade  of  Latin  America 
by  offering  lower  prices  and  longer  credit 
terms. 

This  assertation  was  contained  in  a 
United  Nation’s  report  which  reviewed 
the  economy  of  the  Latin  America  coun¬ 
tries  for  the  year  1954. 

Mr.  President,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  reveals  that  our  trade  with 
Latin  America  has /dropped  by  almost 
$250  million  in  the  past  2  years,  and 
there  is  every  indication  that  with  our 
little  attention  to  the  affairs  of  the 
countries  to  the  south  of  us,  and  in¬ 
creased  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
countries  of  Europe  and  the  Soviet  bloc 
countries  that  trade  between  Latin 
America  and  the  United  States  will  un¬ 
fortunately  continue  to  fall  off. 

Mrf  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  the  above-described  article. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

United  States  Is  Losing  Trade  in  Latin 
America 

United  Nations,  N.  Y.,  June  30.— Japan, 
and  Europe,  including  Soviet  bloc  countries, 
are  cutting  into  United  States  trade  with 
Latin  America  by  offering  cheaper  prices  and 
easier  credit  terms,  a  U.  N.  report  disclosed 
today.  Soviet  bloc  trading  was  sharply  on 
the  upgrade,  it  said. 

A  review  of  Latin  American  economies  for 
1954  was  made  public  here  in  advance  of 
the  meeting  of  the  U.  N.  Economic  Commis¬ 
sion  for  Latin  America  starting  August  29  in 
Bogota,  Colombia. 

Agriculture  increases  in  Latin  America  as  a 
whole  kept  up  with  a  population  increase 
and  industry  spurted  8.4  percent  over  1953, 
but  there  were  gloomy  notes  in  the  review. 
Investment  in  Latin  America  showed  a  de¬ 
clining  trend.  Balance  of  payments  surplus 
was  reduced  by  more  than  $700  million. 

During  1951  and  1953  imports  of  European 
rolling  stock  almost  equaled  those  from  the 
United  States,  the  review  noted.  The  United 
States  also  was  losing  ground  in  commercial 
vehicles,  not  only  to  Europe  but  also  to 
[apan.  ,  ^ 

'  .European  exports  to  Latin  America  of 
machinery  for  the  pulp,  paper,  and  timber 
Industries  have  more  than  doubled  in  2  years, 
whilNhose  of  the  United  States  and  Canada 
have  fallen  by  45  percent,  the  review  said. 

JapanWas  described  as  extremely  active 
in  textilfeNnachinery  sales. 

Eastern  Europe  and  Japan  have  provided 
strong  competition  in  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery,  cutting  considerably  imports  of 
United  States  tractors. 

The  United  Sta^s  still  holds  an  edge  in 
the  sale  of  private  automobiles  and  was 
showing  recovery  in^gricultural  machinery, 
oil  drilling  machinery  apd  machine  tools,  the 
review  said. 


MULTIPLE  USE  OF  SURFACE  OF 
SAME  TRACTS  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS— 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  report  of  the  committee\n  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of\the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5891)  to  am^nd 
the  act  of  July  31,  1947  (61  Stat.  68i 
and  the  mining  laws  to  provide  for  mul-1' 
tiple  use  of  the  surface  of  the  same 
tracts  of  the  public  lands,  and  for  other 
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purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Barkley  in  the  chair) .  The  report  will 
be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report, 
as  follows: 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5891)  to  amend  the  act  of  July  31,  1947  (61 
Stat.  68 A  and  the  mining  laws  to  provide 
for  multiple  use  of  the  surface  of  the  same 
tracts  of  the  public  lands,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  tb  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  a  further  amendment 
as  follows:  On  page  5,  line  17,  of  the  Senate 
engrossed  amendment,  after  the  words 
“United  States”  insert  the  words  "subse¬ 
quent  to  the  location  pf  the  claim”,  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Clinton  ,P.  Anderson, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Eugene  D.  Millikin, 

Arthur  V.  Watkins, 
Managers  on  the  Part  W  the  Senate. 
Clair  Engle,  \ 

Walter  Rogers 
Lee  Metcalf, 

John  P.  Saylor, 

William  A.  Dawson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ts  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report?  \ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report.  \ 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  T^ie 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report.  \ 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  CERTAIN  MILI¬ 
TARY,  NAVAL,  AND  AIR  FORCE 
INSTALLATIONS  —  CONFERENCE 
REPORT 


Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6829)  to  au¬ 
thorize  certain  construction  at  military, 
naval,  and  Air  Force  installations,  and 
for  other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  July  7,  1955,  pp.  8661-8669, 
Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  a  letter  which 
I  received  from  residents  of  Langley,  Va. 


The  subcommittee  did  not  know  of  the 
objection  of  the  people  of  Langley,  Va., 
to  the  possible  location  of  the  new  CIA 
headquarters  in  that  community. 

I  am  not  sure  whether  it  has  been 
finally  decided  that  the  headquarters 
will  go  to  Langley,  Va.  I  think,  how¬ 
ever,  that  certainly  the  people  of  that 
community  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  before  any  final  decision  is 
reached.  The  committee  was  unaware 
of  the  protest  at  the  time  the  matter 
was  being  considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

July  8,  1955. 

The  Honorable  Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington ,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Jackson:  We  are  residents 
and  property  owners  of  the  Langley-Great 
Falls  area  of  Fairfax  County,  Va.,  who  are 
concerned  over  the  possible  construction  of 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  headquar¬ 
ters  in  the  neighborhood.  On  April  7  of 
this  year  CIA  announced  publicly  that  it 
was  giving  up  any  plan  to  locate  in  Langley. 
Then  last  week,  without  notice,  language  was 
written  into  a  military  construction  bill 
which  indicated  that  CIA  was  still  very  much 
interested  in  Langley  as  a  possible  site.  We 
believe  there  are  serious  considerations 
against  locating  CIA  in  Langley  that  should 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress. 

Langley  is  a  unique  residential  area  of  one- 
family  homes  on  large  lots,  country  places, 
and  farms.  There  are  no  apartment  build¬ 
ings  and  virtually  no  commercial  develop¬ 
ment.  A  large  Government  office  building 
will  bring  great  pressure  for  mass  housing, 
commercial  construction,  used-car  lots,  and 
other  changes  which  will  destroy  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  area. 

Fairfax  County  is  already  hard-pressed  to 
provide  water,  sewerage,  schools,  roads, 
police,  and  other  facilities  for  a  rapidly  grow¬ 
ing  population.  Water  and  sewerage  may  be 
arranged  for  an  office  building  itself,  but  the 
great  population  increase  which  will  follow 
will  throw  an  intolerable  burden  on  the 
community.  For  example,  the  water  table 
is  already  falling  in  the  county,  and  new 
mass  housing  in  an  area  of  individual  wells 
will  lower  the  table  disastrously  and  dry  up 
many  existing  wells. 

To  erect  a '  large  office  building  on  this 
river  front  property  and  to  build  a  super 
highway  to  it  in  the  name  of  the  George 
Washington  Memorial  Parkway  is  directly 
contrary  to  the  purposes  of  the  Capper- 
Crampton  Act.  The  Congress  in  1930  author¬ 
ized  the  acquisition  of  the  river  front  prop¬ 
erty,  including  the  entire  Virginia  shore  of 
the  Potomac  from  below  Chain  Bridge  to  a 
point  above  Great  Falls,  for  a  memorial 
to  George  Washington  and  for  "the  protec¬ 
tion  and  preservation  of  the  natural  scenery 
of  the  Gorge  and  the  Great  Falls  of  the 
Potomac”  (46  Stat.  482). 

The  Public  Roads  tract  at  Langley  with 
1  y2  miles- of  riverfront  is  the  only  substan¬ 
tial  piece  of  United  States  property  on  the 


Virginia  shore  above  Chain  Bridge  available 
for  park  purposes.  Other  such  property  is 
increasingly  difficult  to  acquire.  As  with  the 
more  highly  publicized  Maryland  shore  of 
the  Potomac,  the  interest  of  protecting  the 
wilderness  of  the  river  and  carrying  out  the 
statutory  purposes  of  the  Capper-Crampton 
Act  must  be  balanced  against  the  interest  of 
providing  access  for  the  motorist.  Neither 
consideration,  however,  suggests  that  large 
Government  office  buildings  should  be  lo¬ 
cated  on  potential  park  land. 

The  McLean  Citizens  Association,  drawing 
its  members  from  the  entire  area,  consid¬ 
ered  the  problem  at  a  special  meeting  and 
voted  to  opppose  location  of  a  CIA  building 
in  Langley.  At  a  subsequent  meeting  the 
association  recommended  that  park  and  rec¬ 
reation  areas  be  designated  for  the  area,  in¬ 
cluding  if  possible  the  bulk  of  the  Public 
Roads  property  at  Langley.  Of  several  sites 
now  being  considered  by  CIA,  Langley  is  the 
only  one  in  which  the  local  citizens  associa¬ 
tion  has  objected.  In  fact,  other  areas  have 
pleaded  with  CIA  to  locate  there  and  have  of¬ 
fered  free  land  and  facilities. 

No  affirmative  reason  has  been  offered  for 
location  of  a  huge  Government  office  build¬ 
ing  on  potential  park  land,  in  the  midst  of 
an  entirely  residential  area,  against  the 
wishes  of  the  community  and  in  the  face  of 
strongly  pressed  invitations  to  locate  else-  £ 
where.  CIA  has  no  need  to  have  its  employ- 
ees  work  in  rural  residential  surroundings. 

To  locate  in  Langley  would  damage  a  unique 
community  with  no  offsetting  gain  to  CIA. 

We  are  presenting  our  views  in  this  letter 
to  make  clear  that  residents  qf  the  Langley 
area  have  not  changed  their  opposition  to  a 
CIA  building  here.  After  the  April  7  state¬ 
ment  we  assumed  that  the  mattter  was 
closed.  If  Langley  is  again  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  CIA,  we  wish  to  be  heard.  Surely 
such  a  controversial  proposal,  with  its  serious 
effects  on  long-established  Federal  park  pol¬ 
icy  and  on  the  orderly  development  of  a 
community,  should  receive  full  and  careful 
study  including  an  opportunity  for  all  view¬ 
points  to  be  presented. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Benjamin  Lee  Bird. 

G.  Bowdoin  Craighill,  Jr. 

Roger  Fisher. 

Manning  Gasch. 

Anthony  Lewis. 

Samuel  E.  Neel. 

Cynthia  Zimmerman. 


a  short  statement  which  is  a  summary  Q 
of  the  conference  report,  and  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  statement  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Stennis  on  Confer¬ 
ence  Report  on  H.  R.  6829,  Military  Con¬ 
struction  Authorization  Bill 
A  tabulation  showing  a  comparison  of  the 
authorization  contained  in  this  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House,  as  it  passed  the  Senate, 
and  as  has  been  agreed  to  in  conference  is 
as  follows: 


Comparative  summary  of  military  construction  authorization  hill  {II.  R.  6829 ) 


House 

Senate 

Conference 

$551,105,000 
590, 140,  900 
1, 165,  453,  000 
300,000 
56,000,000 

$527,  027, 000 
571,  620, 300 
1,  205, 170, 000 

$533,  904,  000 
564,  224, 300 
1,  207,  902,  000 

CIA . . 

53,500,000 

•  64,  500, 000 

Total  . 

2, 368, 998, 900 

2, 357, 317, 300 

2,  360, 530,  300 

1955 
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The  total  authorization  agreed  to  In  con¬ 
ference  is  $3,213,000  more  than  had  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Senate  and  $8,468,600  less  than 
had  been  approved  by  the  House. 

Under  the  conference  agreement  the  Army 
would  receive  $533,904,000  or  $6,877,000  more 
than  had  been  contained  in  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  Senate.  This  difference  repre¬ 
sents  Senate  agreement  to  add  $5  million 
for  hospital  facilities  at  Port  Jackson,  S.  C. 
and  to  add  $1,877,000  for  cold  storage  facili¬ 
ties  at  Schofield  Barracks  in  Hawaii. 

The  Navy  would  receive  authorization  in 
the  amount  of  $564,224,300,  which  figure  is 
$7,396,000  less  than  the  Senate  had  ap¬ 
proved.  This  net  reduction  derives  from  the 
Senate’s  agreeing  to  the  addition  of  $31,000 
for  providing  Navy  family  quarters  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  to  the  addition  of 
$432,000  for  a  dispensary  at  Quantico,  Va., 
with  these  additions  being  more  than  offset 
by  reductions  of  $6,098,000  at  Camp  Pendle¬ 
ton  in  California;  $123,000  at  the  Naval 
Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head,  Md.;  and  $1,- 
683,000  for  land  acquisition  at  Port  Chicago, 
Calif.  The  decision  to  reduce  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  at  Camp  Pendleton  results  from  a  re¬ 
luctance  to  provide  additional  facilities  there 
until  an  adequate  water  supply  for  the  base 
is  assured.  The  land  acquisition  at  Port 
Chicago  was  deleted,  pending  an  on-the-site 
study  by  a  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  to  determine 
whether  this  land  requirement  can  be  co- 
ordinatd  with  a  similar  requirement  of  the 
Army  in  the  same  area.  The  relatively 
small  reduction  at  the  Naval  Powder  Factory, 
Indian  Head,  Md.  was  made  after  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Navy  advised  that  it  no 
longer  required  this  small  item. 

The  Air  Force  portion  of  the  authorization 
is  $1,207,902,000,  an  increase  of  $2,732,000 
over  the  authorization  contained  in  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the  Senate.  The  addition  of 
$2,732,000  is  to  provide  additional  facilities 
at  the  Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  S.  C. 
These  facilities  were  originally  scheduled 
for  authorization  next  year,  but  were  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  bill  in  order  to  enhance  the 
effectiveness  of  this  important  base  at  an 
early  date. 

The  Senate  had  provided  authorization  for 
the  headquarters  installation  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Intelligence  Agency  in  a  maximum 
amount  of  $53,500,000;  $45  million  of  this 
sum  as  intended  for  the  construction  of 
buildings.  If  the  headquarters  installation 
were  placed  at  Langley,  Va.,  $8,500,000  would 
have  been  available  for  the  extension  of  the 
George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway.  If 
a  site  other  than  Langley  were  chosen,  $1 
million  would  have  been  available  for  the 
purchase  of  the  necessary  land.  The  House 
had  provided  $50  million  for  the  building, 
and  the  Conferres  agreed  to  add  $1  million 
to  the  Senate  allowance  of  $45  million  for 
this  purpose.  Thus,  the  CIA  is  provided  a 
maximum  authorization  of  $54,500,000,  of 
which  $46  million  is  earmarked  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  headquarters  installation.  If 
the  Langley  site  is  finally  selected,  an  addi¬ 
tional  $8,500,000  is  available  for  extension 
of  the  George  Washington  Memorial  Park¬ 
way.  If  the  Langley  site  is  not  selected,  this 
$8,500,000  is  not  available  for  authorization, 
but  $1  million  would  be  available  for  the 
purchase  of  land. 

The  House  had  provided  an  authorization 
of  $300,000  for  the  construction  of  quarters 
and  related  communication  facilities  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  his 
assistants.  The  conferees  recognized  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  providing  suitable  quarters  for 
the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs,  but  no 
detailed  justification  for  this  construction 
had  been  ppresented  in  the  Senate,  and  it 
was  agreed  that  an  authorization  of  this  type 
should  be  separately  considered.  Only  this 
morning  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  took  testimony  on 
an  authorization  for  this  purpose,  and  it  is 


possible  that  a  separate  bill  to  authorize 
housing  for  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  will  be  reported  in  time  for  consid¬ 
eration  and  action  at  this  session  of  the 
Congress. 

There  were  two  changes  from  the  Senate 
version  of  the  general  provisions  contained 
in  title  V.  The  Senate  conferees  agreed  to 
accept  a  House  provision  authorizing  the 
secretaries  of  the  military  departments  to 
acquire  housing  units  insured  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  title 
VI  or  title  IX  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
in  those  cases  where  the  housing  units  are 
adequate  and  suitable  for  housing  military 
personnel  and  their  dependents.  This  pro¬ 
vision,  as  it  was  originally  inserted  by  the 
House,  was  intended  to  be  complementary  to 
a  somewhat  similar  provision  authorizing 
the  secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
to  assume,  on  application  by  the  sponsor, 
mortgage  obligations  on  the  so-called  Wherry 
housing  units  that  had  been  insured  under 
the  provisions  of  title  VIII  of  the  National 
Housing  Act.  The  Senate  bill  did  not  con¬ 
tain  the  provision  affecting  the  Wherry  hous¬ 
ing  units.  The  House  receded  from  its  lan¬ 
guage  authorizing  the  acquisition  of  Wherry 
housing  units  and  the  Senate  accepted  the 
House  language  authorizing  the  acquisition 
of  title  VI  and  title  IX  units. 

The  second  change  in  the  general  provi¬ 
sions  as  they  had  passed  the  Senate  relates 
to  the  provision  requiring  the  secretaries  of 
the  military  departments  to  come  into 
agreement  with  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tees  on  the  utilization  of  certain  classified 
and  overseas  construction  authorization. 
This  section  represented  a  continuation  of 
committee  policy  adopted  originally  in  1952. 
However,  the  construction  requirements,  cost 
estimates,  and  base  agreements  are  much 
more  firm  and  definite  today  than  was  true 
in  1952,  and  the  Senate  agreed  to  eliminate 
this  provision. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the 
conference  report  substantially  follows 
the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

With  reference  to  the  matter  at  Lang¬ 
ley,  Va.,  we  did  not  locate  the  CIA  build¬ 
ing  at  Langley.  There  was  no  testimony 
taken  on  that  point. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  letter 
from  the  county  executive  of  the  county 
of  Fairfax,  Va.,  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Commonwealth  of  Virginia, 

County  of  Fairfax, 
Fairfax,  Va.,  July  7,  1955. 
Hon.  John  C.  Stennis, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Stennis  :  It  occurs  to  me  that 
it  would  be  appropriate  to  advise  you  of  the 
position  taken  by  the  Board  of  County  Super¬ 
visors  of  Fairfax  County,  Va.,  relative  to 
possible  location  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency’s  Office  building  near  Langley  in  Fair¬ 
fax  County. 

Our  board  has  consistently  welcomed  the 
CIA  to  this  location  and  has  expressed  a 
willingness  to  cooperate  in  every  way  pos¬ 
sible  in  providing  the  facilties  which  this  in¬ 
stallation  would  require  in  order  to  make  it 
possible  for  the  Langley  site  to  be  chosen. 

The  board  has  officially  agreed  to  provide 
sewage  disposal  for  the  installation  and  has 
cooperated  with  the  city  of  Falls  Church 
and  the  Virginia  Department  of  Highways 
relative  to  supplying  water  and  providing 
adequate  highway  facilities  for  same. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  a  decision  in 
connection  with  this  location  will  soon  be 
forthcoming  and  I  am  pleased  to  advise  you 


of  the  position  taken  by  the  Fairfax  County 
Board  of  County  Supervisors. 

With  best  wishes. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Carlton  C.  Massey, 

County  Executive. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  Mr.  President.  I 
should  like  to  congratulate  the  members 
of  the  conference  committee  upon  the 
action  on  the  bill  which  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  presented.  The  able  and  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  his 
committee  composed  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson],  and 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall],  performed  a  very  fine 
service,  and  I  wish  to  commend  them 
for  the  excellent  manner  in  which  they 
handled  the  bill. 

On  behalf  of  the  people  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina  I  should  like  to  say  that  we  are 
very  appreciative  of  the  consideration 
given  to  the  hospital  at  Fort  Jackson. 
Fort  Jackson  is  one  of  the  finest  instal¬ 
lations  for  training  troops,  and  the  hos¬ 
pital  will  provide  facilities  which  are 
very  badly  needed  there.  We  are  very 
grateful  to  the  conference  committee  for 
their  action  in  the  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina 
subsequently  said: 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  com¬ 
mend  the  three  Senate  conferees  on  the 
military  construction  bill  for  their  suc¬ 
cess  in  retaining  certain  items  in  the  bill. 
I  wish  to  say  something  in  behalf  of  the 
Charleston  transportation  depot;  and  I 
notice  that  there  is  $5  million  allowed 
for  Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.,  for  medical  fa¬ 
cilities.  I  should  like  to  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  it  is 
not  Camp  Jackson.  It  is  Fort  Jack- 
son.  It  was  made  a  fort  several  years 
ago.  r 

Also,  I  notice  that  $427,000  has  been 
included  for  the  naval  industrial  reserve 
shipyard,  Charleston,  S.  C.;  $1,650,000 
for  the  Marine  Corps  record  depot,  Par¬ 
ris  Island,  S.  C.;  $4,649,000  for  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beau¬ 
fort,  S.  C.;  and  $553,000  for  community 
facilities  at  the  Naval  Receiving  Station, 
Charleston,  S.  C. 

There  are  several  other  items  pertain¬ 
ing  to  South  Carolina,  but  I  shall  not  go 
into  them  in  detail  now. 

I  thank  the  committee  of  conference 
for  having  included  these  items  for 
South  Carolina.  I  think  they  are  much 
needed  and  can  well  be  used  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  Nation  at  this  time. 


MRS.  LORENZA  O’MALLEY  (de 
AMUSATEGUI)  ET  AL. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  \  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  <H.  R.  10031  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  Lorenza  O’Malley  (de 
Amusategui),  Jose  Maria  de  Amusategui 
O’Malley,  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Ra 
mon  de  Amusategui  O'Malley,  and  re 
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questing.,  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon,  its  amendment,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con¬ 
ference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the 
conferees  on  the  fjgirt  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Kilgore, 
Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr.  Welker, 
and  Mr.  Butler  conferee^  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 


THOMAS  F.  HARNEY 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  disagree? 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2907)  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  F.  Harney,  Jr.,  doing  business 
as  the  Harney  Engineering  Co.,  and  re¬ 
questing  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Kilgore, 
Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr.  Welker, 
and  Mr.  Butler  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 


ORRIN  J.  BISHOP 


DONALD  HECTOR  TAYLOR 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  26)  for  the  relief  of  Donald  Hec¬ 
tor  Taylor,  which  was,  in  line  7,  after 
“fee”  insert  "Provided,  That  a  suitable 
and  proper  bond  or  undertaking,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Attorney  General,  be  de¬ 
posited  as  prescribed  by  section  213  of  the 
said  act.” 

Mr.  KILGORE.  The  bill  has  been 
amended  by  the  House  to  provide  for  the 
posting  of  a  bond,  as  a  guaranty  that  the 
beneficiary  will  not  become  a  public 
charge. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  4249)  for  the 
relief  of  Orrin  J.  Bishop  and  requesting 
a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  there¬ 
on. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Kilgore, 
Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr.  Wel¬ 
ker,  and  Mr.  Butler  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 


LUPE  M.  GONZALEZ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
36)  for  the  relief  of  Lupe  M.  Gonzalez," 
which  was,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  ex¬ 
acting  clause  and  insert: 

That  the  Attorney  General  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  discontinue  any  deportation 
proceeding  and  to  cancel  any  outstanding  or¬ 
der  and  warrant  of  deportation, 'any  war¬ 
rant  of  arrest,  and  bond  which'  may  have 
been  issued  in  the  case  of  LupO  M.  Gozalez, 
and  the  said  Lupe  M.  Gonzalez  shall  not 
again  be  subject  to  deportation  by  reason 
of  the  same  facts  upon  which  any  such  de¬ 
portation  proceedings  were  commenced  or 
any  such  warrants  of  Arrest  have  issued. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  /Tlie  amendment  of 
the  House  is  to  mferely  cancel  outstand¬ 
ing  deportation  proceedings  rather  than 
granting  the  status  of  permanent  resi¬ 
dence  to  the  beneficiary. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


/ 


ANNA  C.  GIESE 


ESTATE  OF  VICTOR  HELFENBEIN 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  the  bill  (H.  R./d078)  for  the  relief 
of  the  estate  of  Vfdtor  Helfenbein,  and 
requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con- 
ferees^on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Kilgore, 
f.  McClellan,  Mr.  Daniel,  Mr.  Welker, 
id  Mr.  Butler  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be? 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
244)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  C.  Giese, 
which  was  in  line  7,  after  “fee”  insert 
“under  such  conditions  and  controls 
which  the  Attorney  General,  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Surgeon  General  of 
the  United  States  Public  Health  Service, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  may  deem  necessary  to  im¬ 
pose.” 

Mr.  KILGORE.  The  House  amend¬ 
ment  provides  that  the  Surgeon  General 
may  impose  such  conditions  as  he  may 
deem  necessary,  inasmuch  as  the  bene¬ 
ficiary  has  been  afflicted  with  tuber¬ 
culosis. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  ALIEN  SHEEP- 
HERDERS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
633)  for  the  relief  of  certain  alien  sheep- 
herders,  which  was,  on  page  1,  line  5, 
strike  out  “Panagiatis  Demitreos  Zeras,”. 


Mr.  KILGORE.  The  bill  has  .Been 
amended  by  the  House  to  delete  the 
name  of  one  of  the  beneficiaries  inas¬ 
much  as  he  has  departed  from  tjrfe  United 
States. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  c^facur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House/ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


MARION  QUIRK 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
758)  for  the  relief  of  Marion  S.  Quirk, 
which  was,  oh  page  1,  line  7,  after  “fee” 
insert  “,  under  such  conditions  and  con¬ 
trols  which  the  Attorney  General,  after 
consultation  with  the  Surgeon  General 
of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  may  deem  necessary  to 
impose.” 

Mr.  KILGORE.  The  bill  has  been 
amended  by  the  House  to  provide  that 
the  Surgeon  General  may  impose  such 
conditions  as  he  may  deem  necessary, 
inasmuch  as  the  beneficiary  has  been 
afflicted  with  tuberculosis. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


ELISEU  JOAQUIM  BOA 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1654)  for  the  relief  of  Eliseu  Joaquim 
Boa,  which  was,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

,  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  212  (a)  (9)  and  (19)  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act,  Eliseu  Joaquim 
Boa  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence  if  he  is  found  to  be 
otherwise  admissible  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act:  Provided,  That  these  exemptions 
shall  apply  only  to  grounds  for  exclusion  of 
which  the  Department  of  State  or  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  had  knowledge  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  The  bill  has  been 
amended  by  the  House  to  grant  a  waiver 
to  the  beneficiary  of  the  bill,  rather  than 
granting  the  status  of  permanent  resi¬ 
dence.  This  waiver  will  enable  the  bene¬ 
ficiary  to  qualify  for  a  visa  as  the  hus¬ 
band  of  a  lawfully  resident  alien. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion,  was  agreed  to. 


DR.  LUCIANO  A.  LEGIARDI-LAURA 

The  PRESIDING.  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatiyes  to  the  bill  (S. 
467)  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Luciano  A. 
Legiardi-Laura,  which  was,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  jmmigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  Dr.  Lucianp  A.  Legi¬ 
ardi-Laura  shall  be  held  and  considered  to 
have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  tog  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  upon  payment 
of  the  required  visa  fee.  Upon  the  granting 
of  permanent  residence  to  such  alien  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  Stat^ 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offi¬ 
cer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro- 


Public  Law  l6l  -  84th  Congress 
Chapter  368  -  1st  Session 
H.  R.  6829 

AN  ACT 

_ All  69  Stat.  324. 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations, 

and  for  other  purposes. 


Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Conjress  assembled , 

TITLE  1 


Military, 
naval,  and 
Air  Force 
construction. 


Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  establish  orArn,y* 
develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which 
include  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and 
equipment : 

Continental  United  States 


technical  services  facilities 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

Black  Hills  Ordnance  Depot,  South  Dakota:  Family  housing, 
$1,428,000. 

Blue  Grass  Ordnance  Depot,  Kentucky:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $509,000. 

Erie  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio :  Operational  and  maintenance  facilities 
and  utilities,  $1,933,000. 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Pennsylvania  :  Utilities,  $855,000. 

Lordstown  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $875,000. 

Pueblo  Ordnance  Depot,  Colorado:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $1,843,000. 

Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas:  Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$140,000. 

)  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama:  Research  and  development  facilities 
nd  community  facilities,  $2,865,000. 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  $347,000. 

Rossford  Ordnance  Depot,  Ohio :  Utilities,  $400,000. 

.Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $342,000. 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York :  Community  facilities,  $129,000. 
Sierra  Ordnance  Depot,  California:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $1,075,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Troop  supporting 
facility,  and  research  and  development  facilities,  $1,247,000. 

Wingate  Ordnance  Depot,  New  Mexico :  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $632,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia  :  Storage  facilities,  $84,000. 

Belle  Meade  General  Depot,  New  Jersey:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $174,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  medical 
facility,  storage  facilities,  training  facilities,  operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,589,000. 
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Memphis  General  Depot,  Tennessee :  Family  housing,  $99,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Family  housing, 
$568,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Utilities  and  family  housing, 
$337,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 


Army  Chemical  Center,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,248,000. 

Deseret  Chemical  Depot,  Utah :  Maintenance  facilities,  $92,000. 

Camp  Detrick,  Maryland :  Utilities,  $452,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah  :  Troop  housing,  hospital  and  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $1,129,000. 

Pine  Blulf  Arsenal  (including  Midwest  Chemical  Depot),  Arkan¬ 
sas  :  Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities  and  utilities,  $773,000.  ^ 

(Signal  Corps) 


Decatur  Signal  Depot,  Illinois:  Operational  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $303,000. 

Fort  Huachuea,  Arizona :  Airfield  pavements,  community  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
troop  housing,  and  family  housing,  $5,913,000. 

Lexington  Signal  Depot,  Kentucky :  Maintenance  facility,  and 
family  housing,  $538,000. 

Fort  Monmouth,  New  Jersey  :  Community  facilities,  $615,000. 

Sacramento  Signal  Depot,  California :  Troop  housing,  maintenance 
facility,  and  family  housing,  $715,000. 

Tobyhanna  Signal  Depot,  Pennsylvania :  Troop  housing,  $649,000. 

Two  Rock  Ranch  Station,  California :  Community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $1,298,000. 

Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Virginia:  Community  facilities,  storage 
facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facility,  $695,000. 


(Corps  of  Engineers) 


Army  Map  Service,  Maryland :  Operational  and  maintenance  facih* 
ity,  $62,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  re:' 
search  and  development  facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,608,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois :  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,822,000. 

Marion  Engineer  Depot,  Ohio:  Storage  facilities  and  utilities, 
$1,146,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 


Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York :  Utilities,  $1,055,000. 

Charleston  Transportation  Depot,  South  Cai'olina:  Storage  facil¬ 
ities  and  utilities,  $329,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  medical  facility,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  $6,597,000. 
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New  Orleans  Army  Base,  Louisiana :  Storage  facility,  $117,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California :  Community  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,923,000. 

Fort  Story,  Virginia :  Utilities,  $41,000. 

West  Coast  Ammunition  Terminal,  California:  Land  acquisition, 
$3,209,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

William  Beaumont  Army  Hospital,  Texas:  Hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  $586,000. 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas :  Hospital  and  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  $549,000. 

Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington :  Hospital  and  medical  fa¬ 
cilities,  $333,000. 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District  of  Columbia :  Hospital 
facilities,  and  research  and  development  facilities,  $3,557,000. 

\  FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Troop  housing,  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  and  family  housing,  $7,275,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey :  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,698,000. 

Fort  Jay,  New  York :  Waterfront  facilities,  $731,000. 

Fort  Niagara,  New  York :  Storage  facilities,  $209,000. 

Fort  Totten,  New  York :  Utilities,  $170,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

Fort  Holabird,  Maryland :  Troop  housing,  $612,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky :  Troop  housing,  training  and  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,990,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities,  training 
and  medical  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$923,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

)  Fort  Benning,  Georgia :  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$10,392,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina :  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$15,659,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $12,377,000. 

Camp  Gordon,  Georgia :  Community  facilities,  $261,000. 

Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina:  Medical  facilities,  $5,000,000. 

Fort  McClellan,  Alabama :  Community  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,611,000. 

Camp  Rucker,  Alabama :  Airfield  pavements,  and  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  $2,070,000. 

Camp  Stewart,  Georgia :  Troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  oper¬ 
ational  and  maintenance  facilities,  $967,000. 
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(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
and  administrative  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,645,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $12,922,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas :  Troop  housing  and  operational  facilities, 
$805,000. 

Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma :  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,053,000. 


(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado :  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  storage  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance  facik* 
ties,  $7,487,000.  ^ 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas :  Hospital  and  medical  facilities,  training 
facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $8,615,000. 

Camp  Lucas,  Michigan :  Community  facilities,  $145,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  training 
and  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $8,657,000. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Illinois:  Storage  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$1,528,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 


Camp  Hanford,  Washington :  Waterfront  facilities,  $167,000. 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  operational  and 
maintenance  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,275,000. 

Presidio  of  Monterey,  California:  Troop  housing  and  training 
facilities,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Community  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,407,000. 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco,  California:  Liquid  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  $144,000. 

United  States  Disciplinary  Barracks,  California :  Community  facjr*? 
ities,  $184,000.  % 

Yuma  Test  Station,  Arizona:  Family  housing,  $709,000. 


(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Community  facilities 
and  utilities,  $756,000. 


(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project) 

Sandia  Base,  New  Mexico:  Family  housing,  $1,231,000. 

Various  installations:  Maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $3,014,000. 


(Tactical  Installations) 
Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $8,135,000. 
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(Rehabilitation) 


Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family  housing, 
$2,661,000. 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


(Alaskan  Area) 

Big  Delta:  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $3,638,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Maintenance  and  storage  facility, 
$1,047,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Storage  facilities  and  liquid  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  $266,000. 

Fort  Richardson:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  operational  and  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$9,079,000. 

1  .Whittier:  Community  facilities,  and  operational  and  maintenance 
cilities,  $1,183,000. 

Wildwood  Station  (Ivenai)  :  Troop  housing  and  community 
facilities,  $469,000. 

Various  locations:  Rehabilitation  of  facilities  for  family  housing, 
$1,656,000. 

(Far  East  Command  Area) 

Okinawa :  Community,  troop  supporting,  and  medical  facilities, 
operational,  maintenance,  and  administrative  facilities,  utilities, 
family  housing,  and  land  acquisition  and  resettlement,  $42,983,000 
of  which  sum  the  total  amount  available  for  resettlement  may  be  paid 
in  advance  to  the  Government  of  the  Ryukyu  Islands. 


(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Helemano,  Hawaii:  Family  housing,  $714,000. 

Camp  O’Donnel,  Philippine  Islands:  Utilities,  $832,000. 

Schofield  Barracks,  Hawaii :  Storage  and  community  facilities, 
$3,162,000. 

Waiawa  (Waipio)  Radio  Transmitting  Station,  Hawaii :  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $363,000. 

(Icelandic  Command  Area) 

Iveflavik  Airport:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $3,793,000. 

Classified  installations:  Family  housing,  $5,799,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  establish  oi 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  land  and  the  construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount 
of  $223,993,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  through  the 
construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related 
utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or 
destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  104.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facilities”  (Second  Army 
Area)  in  section  101  as  follows: 


Classified 
installations 
and  facilities. 


Replacement 
of  damaged 
facilities. 


66  Stat.  606. 


-6- 


Pub.  Law  1 6 1 

All  69  Stat.  329. 

‘‘Fort  Knox,  Kentucky :  Training  buildings  and  facilities,  research 
and  development  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
and  utilities,  $11,411,000.” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky :  Training  buildings  and  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $9,411,000.” 

(b)  Strike  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Technical  Service  Facilities”  (Army  Medical 
66  stat.  608.  Service)  in  section  101  as  follows : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  District  of 
Columbia:  Operational  facilities  and  research  and  development  facili¬ 
ties,  $731,000.” 

and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  Washington,  District  of 
Columbia,  and  Forest  Glen,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities,  and 
research  and  development  facilities,  $2,731,000.” 

Sec.  105.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is  hereby  amended^ 
by  striking  so  much  thereof  under  the  heading  “Continental  Unite^ 
68  stat.  535.  States”  and  subheading  “(Signal  Corps)”  in  section  101  as  follow^® 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Wood- 
bridge,  Virginia 

and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp 
Detrick,  Maryland :” 

TITLE  II 

Navy.  Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  establish  or 

develop  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition,  construc¬ 
tion,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  following  projects,  which  include 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related  utilities  and  equipment: 

Continental  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Boston,  Massachusetts:  Utilities  and  replacement 
of  piers,  $8,441,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Puget  Sound,  Bremerton,  Washington:  DrydocU 
facilities,  including  plans  and  specifications,  $2,200,000.  ^ 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland :  Research  ana* 
development  facilities,  $14,302,000. 

Naval  industrial  reserve  shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Land  acquisition,  $427,000. 

Naval  minecraft  base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina  :  Site  preparation, 
waterfront  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  training  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,800,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Mare  Island,  Vallejo,  California :  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties  and  sand-blasting  facilities,  $4,553,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia :  Replacement  of  wharf,  $308,000. 

Naval  underwater  sound  laboratory,  New  London,  Connecticut : 
F  amily  housing,  $66,600. 

Naval  mine  countermeasures  station,  Panama  City,  Florida :  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  training  facilities,  helicopter 
facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  research 
and  development  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,379,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Utilities,  and  dry- 
dock  facilities,  $946,000. 
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Naval  electronics  laboratory,  San  Diego,  California:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $143,000. 

Naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  California  :  Utilities,  $629,000. 
Naval  shipyard,  San  Francisco,  California:  Waterfront  facilities, 
steam  test  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,369,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Navy  Department,  District  of  Columbia:  Family  housing,  $81,000. 
Naval  station,  Green  Cove  Springs,  Florida :  Utilities,  $72,000. 
Naval  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Personnel  facilities, 
$1,583,000. 

Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities,  pavements, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,972,000. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Texas :  Personnel  facilities,  $399,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Diego,  California :  Utilities,  $57,000. 

Naval  station,  Treasure  Island,  San  Francisco,  California :  Person- 

>el  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,147,000. 

Naval  station,  Tacoma,  Washington :  Waterfront  facilities, 
$3,024,000. 

Naval  station.  Tongue  Point,  Astoria,  Oregon :  Personnel  facilities, 
$92,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Alice-Orange  Grove  Area,  Texas: 
Airfield  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,487,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Barin  Field,  Foley,  Alabama :  Airfield 
lighting  facilities,  $151,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Storage  facilities, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $1,953,500. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Navigational  aids,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $664,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia  :  Aircraft,  station  and  equipment 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,886,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Hutchinson,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $81,000. 

>  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Aircraft  mainte- 
ance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  navigational  aids,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,686,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Memphis,  Tennessee:  Utilities,  $759,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Airfield  jiavements,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  research  and  development  facilities,  ammunition  storage 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  plans  and  specifications  for  aircraft 
overhaul  and  repair  facilities,  $3,453,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Port  Isabel,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  fuel  storage  facilities,  ammunition 
storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  security  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $5,544,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  training 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  fuel  storage  and  dispensing  facil¬ 
ities,  covered  and  cold  storage  facilities,  ammunition  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $24,361,000. 
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( Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  seadrome  lighting  facilities,  seawall,  dredging,  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,729,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey:  Storage  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $233,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Brown  Field,  California:  Family  hous¬ 
ing,  $214,600. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  communication  facilities,  storage  facilities,  ammu¬ 
nition  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  airfield  pavements,  operational  facilities,  covered  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  ammunition  storage  and  ordnance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing 'facil¬ 
ities,  security  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and. 
utilities,  $7,400,000.  I 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Ordnance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $366,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,041,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements,  com¬ 
munication  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,224,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Fuel  storage  facilities,  and 
boathouse,  $211,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Mayport,  Florida:  Waterfront  facil¬ 
ities,  communication  facilities,  and  security  facilities,  $738,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California :  Storage  facilities,  training 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,370,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Molfett  Field,  California :  Fuel  pipeline  facilities, 
airfield  pavements,  *pid  operational  facilities,  $2,581,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  communication  facilities,  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  $4,660,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  facil-. 
ities,  and  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  $5,281,000.  { 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,062,000. 

Naval  air  station,  San  Diego,  California :  Training  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  fuel  dispensing  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities,  $2,748,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Sanford,  Florida:  Family  housing, 
$188,900. 

Naval  air  facility,  Weeksville,  North  Carolina:  Cold  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $342,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,958,000. 

Outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County,  Florida:  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,087,000. 
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(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South  Carolina :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  communications  facilities,  navigational  aids,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,649,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  ammunition  storage  and  ord¬ 
nance  facilities,  operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,762,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California :  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  communication  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,492,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina :  Fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $1,421,500. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Miami,  Florida :  Land  acquisition, 
$1,223,000. 

v  Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $2,305,400. 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  medical  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,762,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia :  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  operational  facilities, 
$2,858,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Research  and 
development  facilities,  $2,615,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey :  Research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  storage  facilities,  navigational  aids,  and  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $16,311,000. 

Naval  air  test  center,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  oil  storage  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $8,677,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California :  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  communication  facilities,  and  research  and 
wlevelopment  facilities,  $926,000. 

)  Naval  air  station,  South  Weymouth,  Massachusetts:  Testing  facili¬ 
ties,  $270,000. 

Naval  photographic  interpretation  center,  Suitland,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  photographic  preservation  facilities,  $2,345,000. 

Various  locations:  Land  acquisition,  and  obstruction  removal,  for 
flight  clearance,  $23,000,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  fuel  depot,  Jacksonville,  Florida  :  Family  housing,  $15,200. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Newport,  Rhode  Island  :  Waterfront  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,041,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Norfolk.  Virginia  :  Cold  storage  facilities,  and 
warehouse  freight  elevators,  $399,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Oakland,  California:  Utilities,  and  easement. 
$62,000. 
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3IAK1NE  COUPS  FACILITIES 


Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia :  Storage  facilities, 
community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $3,157,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow  California :  Storage  facilities, 
community  facilities,  cold-storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  secu¬ 
rity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $501,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina  :  Personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  security  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,059,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Carolina:  Train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,654,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Utilities, 
$648,000. 

Marine  Corps  clothing  depot,  Annex  Numbered  3,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania :  Utilities,  $30,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Covered  and  ammuni¬ 
tion-storage  facilities,  medical  facilities,  training  and  personnel  faeili^ 
ties,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,857,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California :  Pavements,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $120,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-nine  Palms,  California: 
Family  housing,  $47,300. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 


Naval  ammunition  depot,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Ordnance 
facilities,  $193,000. 

Naval  aviation  ordnance  test  station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $644,000. 

Naval  proving  ground,  Dahlgren,  Virginia:  Land  acquisition, 

$200,000. 

Naval  ordnance  aerophysies  laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,111,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Earle,  New  Jersey:  Refrigerated 
storage  facilities,  $59,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Fallbrook,  California  :  Ordnance  and 
ammunition  storage  facilities,  $514,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Hawthorne,  Nevada:  Barricaded  sidings, 
and  utilities,  $1,424,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland:  Research  andA 
development  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,107,000.  W 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  Inyokern,  California:  Community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $375,000. 

Naval  torpedo  station,  Iveyport,  Washington:  Ordnance  facilities, 
$376,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Louisville,  Kentucky:  Ordnance  drawings 
storage  facilities,  $927,000. 

Naval  ordnance  plant,  Macon,  Georgia :  Ordnance  manufacturing 
facilities,  $3,800,000. 

Naval  underwater  ordnance  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Test¬ 
ing  facilities,  $370,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Ordnance  facilities, 
$241,000. 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Saint  Juliens  Creek,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$420,000. 

Naval  ammunition  and  net  depot,  Seal  Beach,  California:  Water¬ 
front  facilities,  $1,029,000. 
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Naval  ammunition  depot,  Shumaker,  Arkansas :  Barricaded  trans¬ 
fer  depot  facilities,  $765, 000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  White  Oak,  Maryland :  Research  and 
development  facilities,  $1,976,000. 

Naval  mine  depot,  or k town,  Virginia :  Ammunition  storage  and 
testing  facilities,  $113,000.  8 


SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland  :  Utilities,  $182,000. 

Naval  station,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Personnel  facilities,  $307,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Community 
facilities,  $553,000.  J 

Naval  amphibious  base,  Coronado,  California :  Personnel  facilities, 
$1,402,000. 

Fleet  air  defense  training  center,  Dam  Neck,  Virginia:  Training 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,942,000. 

•x  Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training  facilities, 
/nd  personnel  facilities,  $4,338,000. 

Naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland  :  Personnel  facilities, 
$780,000. 

Naval  postgraduate  school,  Monterey,  California :  Personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $119,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Personnel  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,428,000. 

Naval  retraining  command,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Security 
facilities,  $42,000.  J 

Fleet  sonar  school,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  facilities 
$2,753,000.  ’ 

medical  facilities 


National  naval  medical  center,  Bethesda,  Maryland:  Plans  and 
specifications  for  the  Armed  Forces  Medical  Library,  $350,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing,  $192,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Corona,  California:  Family  housing,  and  conver¬ 
sion  of  existing  structures  to  family  housing,  $256,800. 

Naval  hospital,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Plans  and  specifications  for 
certain  medical  facilities,  $750,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Retaining  wall,  $46,000. 

> Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Medical  research 
cilities,  $755,000. 

Naval  hospital,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities,  $60,000. 


COMMUNICATIONS  FACILITIES 

Naval  radio  station,  Northwest,  Virginia:  Communication  facili¬ 
ties,  $436,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia : 
Research  facilities,  and  utilities,  $163,000. 

Naval  research  laboratory,  Chesapeake  Bay  Annex,  Randle  Clift's, 
Maryland:  Research  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $52,000. 


YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Davisville,  Rhode  Island: 
Waterfront  facilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $5,397,000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia  :  Utilities,  $2,510,000, 
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Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  $1,225,000. 

Various  locations:  Facilities  for  abatement  of  water  pollution,  in¬ 
cluding  the  acquisition  of  land,  $15,149,000. 


Outside  Continental  United  States 


shipyard  facilities 

Fleet  activities,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  $57,000. 


fleet  base  facilities 


Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Family  housing,  $2,485,000. 

Naval  base,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Administrative  facilities, 
$1,835,000. 

Naval  Base,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $56,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands:  Personnel  facilities^— ■ 
medical  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,253,700^  ^  ^ 


ICUIUai  AC IVillULUj  - - J  - -  0  7  7  >  ' 

Fleet  activities,  Yokosuka,  Japan :  Family  housing,  $6,540,800. 


AVIATION  FACILITIES 


Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,525,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Newfoundland :  Operational  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $8,589,800. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,978,800. 

Naval  station,  Bermuda,  British  West  Indies :  Aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  $91,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Cubi  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  earthwork,  personnel  facilities, 
communication  facilities,  ordnance  facilities,  fuel-dispensing  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $8,260,000.  _  . 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Fuel  pipeline  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,977,300. 

Naval  air  facility,  Iwakuni,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities,  $975,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Aii^ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  and  family  lion  sin® 
$3,227,600. 

Naval  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska :  F amily  housing,  $2,613,100. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Communication  facili¬ 
ties,  ammunition  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $4,411,000. 

Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities  and  operational  facilities,  $1,518,000. 

Naples,  Italy :  Operational  facilities  and  storage  facilities,  $155,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco:  Cold-storage 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,958,500. 

Naval  station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  facilities 
and  airfield  pavements,  $3,721,000. 

Naval  station,  Sangley  Point,  Philippine  Islands:  Family  housing, 
$522,900. 
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SUTFLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Waterfront  facilities 
and  storage  facilities,  $5,427,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba :  Cold-storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,318,000. 

Naval  supply  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $270,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Testing  facili¬ 
ties,  and  railroad  facilities  and  barricades,  $1,132,000. 

Naval  ordnance  facility,  Sasebo,  Japan:  Personnel  facilities, 

$66,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

\  Fleet  training  center,  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Train¬ 
ing  facilities,  $44,000. 

MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Naval  hospital,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community  facilities, 
$269,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska :  Communication  facili¬ 
ties,  $439,000. 

Naval  radio  facility,  Kami-Seya,  Japan :  Communication  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2,564,700. 

Naval  communication  station,  Kodiak,  Alaska:  Site  preparation, 
communication  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $6,991,000. 

Naval  communication  facility,  Philippine  Islands:  Communication 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities,  and  family  housing, 
$8,061,500. 

Naval  communication  facility.  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco: 
Storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2,848,600. 

X  YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Fifteenth  Naval  District,  Canal  Zone:  Utilities,  and  acquisition  of 
family  housing,  $3,069,000. 

Guam,  Mariana  Islands :  Utilities,  $940,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  the  acquisition 
of  land,  and  the  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation 
of  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  equipment  and  family  housing,  in  the  total 
amount  of  $151,342,400. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  through  the  con¬ 
struction,  rehabilitation  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related 
utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or 
destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of  $6,000,000. 


Classified 
installations 
and  facilities. 


Replacement 
of  damaged 
facilities. 


Pub.  Law  16 1 

All  69  Stat.  337, 
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TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  hereby  authorized  to 
establish  or  develop  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  the 
acquisition,  construction,  conversion,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in  respect  of  the  following 
projects,  which  include  site  preparation,  appurtenances  and  related 
utilities,  equipment  and  facilities : 

Continental  United  States 


AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 


Buckingham  Weapons  Center,  Fort  Myers,  Florida :  Airlield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational 
aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $11,577,000. 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota  :  Airfield  pavements, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,200,000. 

Ent  Air  Force  Base,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado :  Utilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,808,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Fuel  dispensin'1' 
facilities,  airfield  lighting,  and  utilities,  $213,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements,  troop 
housing,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,716,000. 

Glasgow  site,  Montana:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facil- 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing 
sea  7ac  non  J 


Gland  Forks  site,  North  Dakota:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispens- 
ing  facilities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
i acuities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and 
community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,822,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,402  000 
Greater  Milwaukee  area,  Wisconsin,  air  base  to  be  known  as 
“Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base”:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis- 
pensing  facilities,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messin0- 
facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facih* 
dies,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities 
shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $16,608,000.  ’ 

Greater  Pittsburgh  Airport,  Coraopolis,  Pennsylvania:  Training 
1  acuities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities  $404  00(7 
Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $1,501,000.  ’  1 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air- 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,029,000. 


( 


C 
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K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan  :  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  utilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
relocation  of  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,943,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon  :  Airfield 
pavements,  relocation  of  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $2,042,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,959,000. 

McCxhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Airfield  pavements, 
utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$582,000. 

Minneapolis-St.  Paid  International  Airport,  Minneapolis,  Minne¬ 
sota:  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
^$1,423,000.  . 

t  Minot  site,  North  Dakota  :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facil¬ 
ities,  communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $5,339,000. 

New  Castle  County  Municipal  Airport,  Wilmington,  Delaware :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
storage  facilities,  $504,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York  :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,748,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
messing  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$6,076,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $2,445,000. 

Paine  Air  Force  Base,  Everett,  Washington:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel 
facilities,  $1,039,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $554, OOO. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,056,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan  :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $5,526,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  messing  facilities,  $343,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Navigational  aids 
and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $112,000. 
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Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westliampton,  New  York :  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $2,207,000. 

Traverse  City  area,  Michigan :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $1,881,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$1,263,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan :  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $2,511,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $742,000. 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona :  Airfield  lighting  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $2,107,000. 

Various  locations:  Utilities,  land  acquisitions,  storage  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $14,196,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $4,170,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  trooji  housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $15,803,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah :  Airfield  pavements,  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  $2,386,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $1,945,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  administrative  facilities,  $9,522,000. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  California :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities, 
$3,205,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage  facilities,  $21,264,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia :  Airfield  pavements,  com¬ 
munications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,375,000. 

Searsport  Air  Force  Tank  Farm,  Searsport,  Maine:  Fuel  storage 
facilities,  $133,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma:  Storage  facil¬ 
ities,  $205,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio :  Utilities,  $305,000. 
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Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties,  land  acquisition,  and  administrative  facilities,  $12,001,000. 

Various  locations:  Storage  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida :  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  fa¬ 
cilities,  land  acquisition,  research,  development  and  test  facilities,  and 
storage  facilities,  $7,966,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Training  facilities, 
$98,000. 

Bryan  Air  Force  Base,  Bryan,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $914,000. 

)  Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illinois :  Land  acquisition,  $3,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Airfield  pavements,  troop 
housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,650,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,816,000. 

Francis  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming:  Troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,403,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,081,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi :  Aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $349,000. 

Headquarters  technical  training,  Air  Force,  Gulfport,  Mississippi : 
Acquisition  of  land  and  facilities,  $313,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Communications  and 
navigational  aids  and  troop  housing,  $446,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Troop  housing  and 
messing  facilities,  $883,000. 

Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo,  Texas:  Aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  and  family  housing,  $1,525,500. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
''oerational  facilities,  training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  family 
iusing,  $3,695,000. 

Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado :  Troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $1,217,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,557,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California :  Communications 
and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  $1,516,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $104,090. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia :  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  and  family  housing,  $4,322,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada :  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities, 
$1,153,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas :  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $956,000. 
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Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Troop  housing, 

$549,000.  ,  . 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas :  Troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,076,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  $1,247,000.  . 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas :  Messing  facilities, 

$80,000.  .  „  .  ,  ... 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 

housing,  $4,187,000.  .  .  . 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$478,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma :  Troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $871,000.  .....  , 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Shop  facilities,  and 

family  housing,  $2,410,000.  .  .  .  .  .  I 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona :  Operational  facilities? 
and  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  $1,045,000. 


AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop  housing, 

$275,000.  41  .  . 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,661,000. 


CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 


Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Land  acquisition, 
personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,125,500. 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  lexas:  Troop  housing, 

$590,000.  . 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements, 

and  personnel  facilities,  $758,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  lork:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  $1,891,000.  ...... 

Wolters  Air  Force  Base,  Mineral  Wells,  lexas:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $331,000.  A 


HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND 


Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  I).  C. :  Personnel  facilities, 
$520,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 


Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland:  Medical 
facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $1,098,000.  . 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina  :  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative 
and  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,032,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $7,073,000.  . 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey :  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  utihties,  stor- 
age  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,5b4,000. 
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Palm  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Palm  Beach,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $818,000. 

Saint  Louis  Aeronautical  Chart  Information  Center,  Saint  Louis, 
Missouri:  Administrative  facilities,  $861,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Location  to  be  determined:  Headquarters  building,  $6,000,000. 

Carabelle  Test  Site,  Carabelle,  Florida :  Land  acquisition,  $1,000. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Airfield  lighting 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  research,  develop¬ 
ment  and  test  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$12,429,000. 

Hartford  Research  Facility,  Hartford,  Connecticut:  Research  and 
development  facilities,  $22,375,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico:  Airfield 
pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  utilities,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $4,965,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1), 
Clark,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $555,500. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico:  Aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $905,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts:  Airfield 
pavements,  communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
research,  and  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,705,000. 

Mount  Washington  Climatic  Projects  Laboratory,  Mount  Washing¬ 
ton,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $588,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida  :  Airfield  pavements,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $7,600,000. 

Various  locations:  Research,  development,  and  operational  facil¬ 
ities,  $20,000,000. 


) 


STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 


Abilene  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel¬ 
dispensing  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land 
acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  administrative  and  community  facilities,  $4,214,000. 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,758,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
personnel  facilities,  $7,379,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,770,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$5,063,000. 
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Campbell  Air  Force  Base,  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  shop  facilities,  $1,975,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $5,929,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California  :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  administrative 
facilities,  $5,550,000. 

Clinton-Slierman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $10,208,500. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maini 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  bousing  and  messing  facil¬ 
ities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  bousing.  $6,- 
629,000. 

Davis-Montban  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  medical  facilities,  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $7,803,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  rehabilitation,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  personnel  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$11,155,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield 
lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land 
acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$12,380,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and  personnel  facil¬ 
ities,  $2,187,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Airfield  pavements,  fuelJ 
dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  fa" 
cilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $4,753,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Troop  housing,  medical  facil¬ 
ities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$482,000. 

Great  Falls  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $5,435,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $4,428,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  $4,145,000. 
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Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  air¬ 
craft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  personnel  facilities,  $2,396,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel-dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $6,595,000. 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting 
facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facil¬ 
ities,  pei'sonnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $5,317,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $8,571,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  personnel  facilities, 
administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$3,542,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida  :  Airfield  pavements,  air¬ 
field  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facilities,  $5,251,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,741,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base?  Mountain  Home,  Idaho:  Airfield 
pavements,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  util¬ 
ities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $5,961,000. 

Olfutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska  :  Utilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $128,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  personnel  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,118,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational 
facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family  housing, 
$21,988,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire :  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $24,850,000. 

Sedalia  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri :  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities, 
land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  community 
facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $9,646,000. 

Smoky  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  person¬ 
nel  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  shop  facilities,  and  family  hous¬ 
ing,  $8,773,500. 
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Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities, 
personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities,  and  shop 
facilities,  $9,769,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel 
dispensing  facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $3,744,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New  Mexico:  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
and  personnel  facilities,  $6,657,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachusetts:  Airfield 
pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  naviga¬ 
tional  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $7,951,000.  | 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  and  personnel  facilities, 
$2,684,000. 

Ardmore  Air  Force  Base,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma  :  Airfield  pavements, 
fuel  dispensing  facilities,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $6,800,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Airfield  light¬ 
ing  facilities,  training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $208,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru.  Indiana  :  Airfield  lighting  facili¬ 
ties,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  and  administrative 
facilities,  $559,000. 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $2,570,500. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina:  Airfield 
pavements,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing 
facilities,  and  medical  facilities,  $2,403,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Airfield  pavements,  train-| 
ing  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  family  housing,  $4,624,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Airfield  pavements, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  storage 
facilities,  $1,598,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Airfield  pavements, 
training  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $3,384,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  utilities,  medical  facilities,  and  personnel  facilities,  $3,574,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina : 
Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilities, 
messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  storage 
facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community  facilities, 
and  shop  facilities,  $6,303,000. 

Pope  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Airfield  pave¬ 
ments,  communications  and  navigational  aids,  troop  housing  and  mess¬ 
ing  facilities,  land  acquisition,  medical  facilities,  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,548,000. 
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Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Airfield  pavements, 
communications  and  navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  land 
acquisition,  personnel  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$3,589,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North  Carolina :  Air¬ 
field  pavements,  fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications  and  navi¬ 
gational  aids,  operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and 
community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $7,429,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina :  Airfield  pavements, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing 
and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $7,035,000. 


SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $387,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 


Various  locations:  Fuel-dispensing  facilities,  communications  and 
navigational  aids,  operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  troop 
housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and 
community  facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $100,382,000. 

Outside  Continental  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $1,307,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing 
facilities,  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  medical 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$23,275,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Airfield  lighting  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 
^518,000. 

)  Kenai  Airfield :  Airfield  pavements,  $356,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Training  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
storage  facilities,  $1,510,000. 

Naknek  Airfield:  Airfield  pavements,  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  storage  facilities,  $1,863,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Communication  facilities, 
$163,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  operational  facilities, 
aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $42,017,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 


Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Airfield  pavements, 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  and 
harbor  facilities,  $4,978,000. 

Johnston  Island  Air  Force  Base,  Johnston  Island:  Communica¬ 
tion  facilities,  $182,000. 

Midway  Island :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and 
airfield  lighting  facilities,  $303,000. 

Wake  Island:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities,  and 
navigational  aids,  $2,991,000. 

Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  personnel  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $11,393,000. 


NORTHEAST  AIR  COMMAND 


Various  locations :  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilitie^, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facilB 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  storage  facilities,  and  shop  facilities, 
$23,601,000. 


STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 


Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dis¬ 
pensing  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities,  land  acquisition,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities, 
and  harbor  facilities,  $9,739,000. 


UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 


Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities,  medical  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administrative  and  community 
facilities,  and  shop  facilities,  $234,996,000. 


AREA  CONTROL  NAVIGATIONAL  AIDS 


Various  locations:  Communications  and  navigational  aids, 
$526,000.  M 


SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $293,000. 


AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 


Various  locations:  Airfield  pavements,  fuel  dispensing  facilities, 
communications,  navigational  aids  and  airfield  lighting  facilities, 
operational  facilities,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  utilities, 
medical  facilities,  storage  facilities,  personnel  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  and  community  facilities,  shop  facilities,  aircraft  maintenance 
facilities,  harbor  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $98,552,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized  through  the 
construction,  rehabilitation,  or  installation  of  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  and  related 
utilities  and  equipment,  to  restore  or  replace  facilities  damaged  or 
destroyed  in  a  total  amount  of  $5,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized  to  provide 
an  off-base  roadway  approximately  two  miles  in  length  in  the  vicinity 
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of  the  south  boundary  of  Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi, 
by  the  acquisition  of  land  and  the  construction  of  permanent  and 
related  facilities  and  appurtenances  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $350,000. 

Sec.  304.  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  With  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth  Texas, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Strategic  Air  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$2,248,000”  and  insert  68  stat. 
in  lieu  thereof  “$2,750,000”. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Matagorda  Island  Air  Force  Range  Texas, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 
“Strategic  Air  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$607,000”  and  insert  68  stat. 
in  lieu  thereof  “$847,000”. 

(c)  With  respect  to  Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  Dakota,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  De¬ 
fense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Bismarck-Minot  area,  North  68  stat* 
Dakota”  and  “$6,494,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Minot  Site, 

Jorth  Dakota”  and  “$12,124,000”,  respectively. 

(d)  With  respect  to  Fargo  area,  North  Dakota,  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand”  in  section  301  strike  “Fargo  area,  North  Dakota”  and 68  stat* 
“$7,055,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Grand  Forks  Site,  North 
Dakota”  and  “$10,903,000”,  respectively. 

(e)  With  respect  to  Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana,  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense 
Command”  in  section  301  strike  “Glasgow-Miles  City  area,  Montana”  68  stat. 
and  “$8,391,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Glasgow  Site,  Montana” 

and  “$10,660,000”,  respectively. 

(f)  With  respect  to  K.  I.  Sawyer  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
Defense  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$8,556,000”  and  insert  in  68  stat. 
lieu  thereof  “$9,949,000”. 

(g)  With  respect  to  Traverse  City  area,  Michigan,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand”  in  section  301  strike  “$8,635,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  68  stat. 
“$10,267,000”. 

(h)  With  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air 
Training  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$1,073,000”  and  insert  in  68  stat. 

)eu  thereof  “$2,478,000”. 

(i)  With  respect  to  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas,  under 
the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading  “Air  Train¬ 
ing  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$100,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  68  stat. 
thereof  “$135,000”. 

(j)  With  respect  to  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bernardino,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$4,303,000”  and  68  stat. 
“$2,183,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$4,735,000”  and  “$2,615,000”, 
respectively. 

(k)  With  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 

Ohio,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subheading 

“Air  Materiel  Command”  in  section  301  strike  “$5,847,000”  and  insert  68  stat. 
in  lieu  thereof  “$6,849,000”. 

(l)  With  respect  to  Atlantic  City  Consolan  Station,  Atlantic  City, 

New  Jersey,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  sub¬ 
heading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301,  strike  “$72,000”  and  68  sta't* 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$285,000”. 

(m)  With  respect  to  Nantucket  Consolan  Station,  Nantucket, 
Massachusetts,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and 
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subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301,  strike  “$107,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$224,000”. 

(n)  With  respect  to  Peseadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  and  subhead¬ 
ing  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301,  strike  “$107,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “$224,000”. 

(o)  With  respect  to  Point  Conception  Consolan  Station,  Point 
Conception,  California,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  and  subheading  “Air  Defense  Command”  in  section  301,  strike 
“$72,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$232,000”. 

(p)  In  clause  (3)  of  section  502  thereof  delete  the  amounts 
“$389,125,000”  and  “$398,954,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
amounts  “$405,176,000”  and  “$415,005,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  305.  Classified  location:  The  authority  granted  by  section 
302,  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952,  may  be  utilized  to  the  extent  of 
$8,127,400  for  the  direct  construction  of  family  housing. 


TITLE  IV 


i 


Central  Intel-  Sec.  401.  The  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  is  authorized  to  pro- 
ligenoe  Agenoyfvide  for  a  headquarters  installation  for  the  Central  Intelligence 
Headquarters  Agency,  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere,  by  the  acquisition  of 
installation.  ]an(j  a(-  a  cost  0f  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  access  roads  at  a  cost  of  not  to 
exceed  $54,500,000,  of  which  not  more  than  $8,500,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  transfer  to  the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  acquisition  of  land  for  and  con¬ 
struction  to  extend  the  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway  to 
the  present  site  of  the  research  station  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
at  Langley,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia :  Provided ,  That  at  such  time  as 
it  is  determined  that  construction  of  such  headquarters  installation 
at  said  research  station  will  not  be  commenced  or  continued,  said 
amount  of  $8,500,000,  or  the  remainder  thereof,  shall  no  longer  be 
Demolition  available  for  obligation :  Provided  further ,  That  at  such  time  as  the 
of  temporary  Central  Intelligence  Agency  occupies  the  headquarters  installation 
space.  authorized  by  this  title,  the  Administrator  of  General  Services  is 

authorized  and  directed  to  accomplish  the  demolition  and  removal  of 
temporary  Government  building  space  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
of  equivalent  occupancy  to  that  relinquished  by  the  Central  IntellU 
gence  Agency.  | 

TITLE  V 


General  Provisions 


Acquisition  of 
land,  etc . 


10  USC  1339 J 
31  USC  529} 

40  USC  259, 
267. 

33  USC  733 
and  note. 

69  Stat.  349. 
69  Stat.  350, 


Sec.  501.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are 
respectively  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  or  develop¬ 
ment  of  military  and  naval  installations  and  facilities  as  authorized 
by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act,  and  the  Director  of  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  is  authorized  to  proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  Headquarters  Installation  as  authorized  by  title 
IV  of  this  Act,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections  1136,  3648, 
and  3734,  as  respectively  amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  prior 
to  approval  of  title  to  underlying  land,  as  provided  by  section  355, 
as  amended,  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  The  authority  under  this  Act  of 
the  Secretary  of  a  military  department  to  provide  family  housing 
includes  authority  to  acquire  such  land  as  the  Secretary  concerned 
determines.  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  be 
necessary  in  connection  therewith.  The  authority  to  establish  or 
develop  such  installations  and  facilities  shall  include,  in  respect  of 
those  installations  and  facilities  as  to  which  family  housing  or  the 
acquisition  of  land  is  specified  in  titles  I,  II,  III,  and  IV  of  this  Act, 
authority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  lands  and  rights  and  interests 
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thereto  or  therein,  including  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation, 
purchase,  exchange  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  otherwise,  and  to 
place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements  thereon  whether  such 
lands  are  held  in  fee  or  under  lease  or  under  other  temporary  tenure. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums 
of  money  as  may  be  necessary  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  I:  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $224,927,000;  outside  continental  United  States, 

$74,984,000;  section  102,  $223,993,000;  section  103,  $10,000,000; 
or  a  total  of  $533,904,000 ; 

(2)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  II :  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $299,690,600;  outside  continental  United  States, 

$107,191,300;  section  202,  $151,342,400;  section  203,  $6,000,000; 
or  a  total  of  $564,224,300 ; 

(3)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  III :  Inside  continental 
United  States,  $743,989,000;  outside  continental  United  States, 

)  $458,563,000;  section  302,  $5,000,000;  section  303,  $350,000;  or  a 

total  of  $1,207,902,000 ;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  authorized  by  title  IV:  $54,500,000. 

Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  approximate  costs  enumerated  in  titles  I,  II, 

and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned, 
be  varied  upward  by  5  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects  within  the 
continental  United  States,  and  10  per  centum  in  the  case  of  projects 
outside  the  continental  United  States,  but  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
so  enumerated  under  each  of  such  titles  shall  not  exceed  the  total  of  all 
amounts  specified  in  respect  of  projects  in  such  title. 

Sec.  504.  Appropriations  made  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
Act  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incident  to  construction,  including 
surveys,  administration,  overhead,  planning,  and  supervision. 

Sec.  505.  Whenever — 

(a)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty-second  Congress,  in  the  case 
of  contracts  made  pursuant  to  this  Act  with  respect  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities 
in  foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Act ;  and 

(b)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller  ( Jeneral  have 
agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  conducting  an  adequate 
audit  of  such  contracts,  the  President  is  authorized  to  exempt 
such  contracts  from  the  requirements  of  Public  Law  245,  Eighty- 
second  Congress. 

Sec.  506.  All  contracts  entered  into  by  the  United  States  pursuant 
to  the  authorization  contained  in  this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  so  far 
as  practicable,  if  the  interest  of  the  national  security  shall  not  be  im¬ 
paired  thereby  and  if  such  award  is  consistent  with  the  provision 
of  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of  1947,  on  a  competitive 
basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder.  _ _ . 

Sec.  507.  Section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  407.  In  addition  to  family  housing  otherwise  authorized  to  be 
constructed  or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  construct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise, 
family  housing  for  occupancy  as  public  quarters  in  foreign  countries  69 
through  housing  projects  which  utilize  foreign  currencies  to  a  value  69 
not  in  excess  of  $100,000,000  acquired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954 
(Public  Law  480,  Eighty-third  Congress)  or  through  other  com-  68  stat.  454. 
modify  transactions  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  7  use  1691  note. 


Incidental 

expenses. 

Contracts. 

65  Stat.  700. 
41  USC  153, 
254. 


62  Stat.  21. 

41  USC  151 
note. 

Family  housing. 
Use  of  foreign 
currencies. 

68  Stat.  1125. 

5  USC  171z-l. 


Stat, 

Stat. 
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Payment  to 
CCC. 


“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  payment  of 


Reports  to 


quarters  allowances  for  military  personnel  for  the  fiscal  year  1956  and 
each  succeeding  fiscal  year,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allowances 
otherwise  payable  to  personnel  occupying  any  housing  constructed  or 
acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after  deducting  amounts 
chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  such  housing :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  such  payments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of 
the  value  of  the  foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  furnish  to  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Congressional  Services  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  quarterly 
Committees.  reports,  the  first  of  which  shall  be  submitted  three  months  subsequent 
to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  setting  forth  the  cost,  number, 
and  location  of  housing  units  constructed  or  acquired  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  this  section  during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report,  and  setting  forth  the  cost,  number, 
and  location  of  the  housing  units  intended  to  be  constructed  or  £ 
acquired  pursuant  to  such  authority  during  the  next  succeeding™ 
1  quarter.” 

Floor  area.  Sec.  508.  All  housing  units  constructed  under  the  authority  of  this 
Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area  permanent  limitations  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  provisos  of  section  3  of  the  Act 
62  stat.  379.  of  June  12,  1948  (62  Stat.  375),  or  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June 
16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459),  other  than  the  first,  second,  and  third  provisos 
thereof. 

Sec.  509.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are 
respectively  authorized  to  acquire  by  purchase  housing  units  which 
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62  Stat.  462. 

34  USC  911b- 

Houslng  units  are  located  near  military  installations,  which  are  adequate  and  suit- 
Acquisition.  "  able  for  housing  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  and  as  to 
which  a  mortgage  is  insured  by  the  Federal  Housing  Commissioner 
pursuant  to  title  VI  or  title  IX  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  subject 
to  the  outstanding  mortgage  thereon,  and  to  assume  the  payments 
thereafter  becoming  due  on  such  mortgage.  The  Secretary  of  the 
military  department  concerned  may  utilize  appropriations  available 
for  the  construction  of  military  public  works  for  the  liquidation  of 
any  outstanding  mortgage  assumed  by  the  Government. 

Sec.  510.  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III 
of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorize  any  building  construction 
project  within  the  continental  United  States  at  a  unit  cost  in  excess  of — £ 


55  Stat.  55; 
65  Stat.  295. 
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Unit  cost. 


(a)  $20  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  warehousing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing ; 

( c)  $1,700  per  man  for  permanent  barracks ; 

(d)  $1,400  per  man  for  ten-year-life  barracks;  or 

(e)  $5,000  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of  special 
circumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the  limitation  on  unit 
costs  contained  in  this  section  is  impracticable. 

Sec.  511.  As  of  July  1,  1956,  all  authorizations  for  military  public 
works  projects  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military 
thorizations.  department  in  connection  with  the  establishment  or  development  of 
military,  naval,  or  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities,  and  all 
69  stat.  351.  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts 
69  stat.  352.  approved  prior  to  October  1,  1951,  and  not  superseded  or  otherwise 
Exceptions,  modified  by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except  (1)  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations  therefor  that  are  set 
forth  in  such  Acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions,  (2) 
authorizations  for  military  public  works  projects  as  to  which  appro¬ 
priated  funds  shall  have  been  obligated  in  whole  or  in  part  prior  to 
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All  69  Stat. 

July  1,  1956,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  and  ( 3 ) 
the  authorizations  with  respect  to  military  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  National  Defense 
Facilities  Act  of  1950  (64  Stat.  829). 

Sec.  512.  Section  504  of  Public  Law  155,  Eighty-second  Congress, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  504.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  funds  for  advance  planning,  construction  design, 
and  architectural  services  in  connection  with  public  works  projects 
which  are  not  otherwise  authorized  by  law.” 

Sec.  513.  (a)  The  first  sentence  of  section  501  (b)  of  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  and  naval  instal¬ 
lations,  and  for  other  purposes”,  approved  September  28,  1951  (65 
Stat.  36) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “used  by  such  owners  and  tenants 
for  residential  or  agricultural  purposes,”. 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  401  (b)  of  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act 
to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  and  naval  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes”,  approved  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat.  606),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “used  by  such  owner  and  tenants  for  resi¬ 
dential  or  agricultural  purposes,”. 

Sec.  514.  None  of  the  authorization  contained  in  section  101  of  this 
Act  for  the  construction  of  three-hundred-and-twenty-six-man  bar¬ 
racks  with  mess  shall  be  used  to  provide,  with  respect  to  any  such  bar¬ 
racks,  for  mess  facilities  other  than  a  single,  consolidated  mess. 

Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1956  and  1957  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  military  tactical  installations  for  assign¬ 
ment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  or  his  designee  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing  facilities 
at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installations :  Provided ,  That  not  more 
than  one  thousand  housing  units  may  be  so  leased  and  the  rental  cost 
to  the  Government  for  any  housing  unit  may  not  exceed  $150  per 
month. 

Approved  July  15,  1955. 
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